From jerry7proc at yahoo.com  Sat Feb  5 15:10:12 2011
From: jerry7proc at yahoo.com (Jerry Proc)
Date: Sat, 5 Feb 2011 12:10:12 -0800 (PST)
Subject: [Boatanchors] Heathkit manuals - Copyright law
In-Reply-To: <364934.71392.qm@web82805.mail.mud.yahoo.com>
Message-ID: <309956.80920.qm@web112318.mail.gq1.yahoo.com>

Hi Michael,

Afer surfing "copyright" I found one key piece of information. Copyright law is different in each country. For Canada its 50 years. 


--
Regards,
Jerry Proc
E-mail: jerry7proc at yahoo.com


--- On Sat, 2/5/11, Michael OBrien <k0myw at sbcglobal.net> wrote:

> From: Michael OBrien <k0myw at sbcglobal.net>
> Subject: Re: Heathkit manuals - Copyright law
> To: jerry7proc at yahoo.com
> Received: Saturday, February 5, 2011, 1:20 PM
> Jerry,
> 
> I know a little bit about copyright (just enough to be
> dangerous) so here's my understanding:
> 
> Heathkit manuals were produced by a technical writer in the
> employ of the Heath Co., so they would be considered "works
> for hire." If produced after 1963, the copyright lasts for
> 95 years from the date of publication. If produced before
> 1963, then I think Heath would've had to apply for an
> extension or renewal in order for the copyright to last 95
> years; if Heath failed to file for an extension, then I
> think that the copyright on stuff published prior to 1963
> only lasts for 28 years.
> 
> By the way, copyrights used to run out after 70 years. But
> the late Sonny Bono, when he was a member of Congress
> representing a district in southern California, was
> prevailed upon by the Walt Disney Corp. to get the federal
> law changed because Mickey Mouse was about to become part of
> the public domain under the old 70-year rule.
> 
> Now, please know that I am not an attorney, and I don't
> even play one on TV. So the above "information" is worth
> exactly what you paid for it.
> 
> de Mike K0MYW
> 
> 
> --- On Sat, 2/5/11, Jerry Proc <jerry7proc at yahoo.com>
> wrote:
> 
> > From: Jerry Proc <jerry7proc at yahoo.com>
> > Subject: Re: Heathkit manuals - no more?
> > To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors at theporch.com>
> > Date: Saturday, February 5, 2011, 11:13 AM
> > Hello Everyone,
> > 
> > 
> > How long is copyright good for?? I've hear its 50
> > years. Is that true?
> > --
> > Regards,
> > Jerry Proc
> > E-mail: jerry7proc at yahoo.com
> > 
> > 
> > --- On Fri, 2/4/11, john <johnmb at nc.rr.com>
> > wrote:
> > 
> > > From: john <johnmb at nc.rr.com>
> > > Subject: Re: Heathkit manuals - no more?
> > > To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors at theporch.com>
> > > Received: Friday, February 4, 2011, 8:56 PM
> > > 
> > > The rights to the manuals (along with a cache of
> > originals)
> > > were sold on 
> > > Ebay to a purchaser who is enforcing the
> copyright.
> > > 
> > > Of course there's still versions available on
> the
> > web.
> > > 
> > > As Tom Parmenter said in Desperado (the first
> > e-zine?)
> > > "
> > > ? Digital technology is the universal solvent
> of
> > > intellectual property rights"
> > > 
> > > John K5MO
> > > 
> > > 
> > > At 08:13 PM 2/4/2011, Arden Allen wrote:
> > > >I was looking on BAMA for a manual for an
> IT-28
> > cap
> > > checker.? No Heathkit
> > > >listings.? The Inet says some outfit
> claimed
> > their
> > > ownership rights.? So now
> > > >what?? No more downloadable manuals?
> > > >
> > > >Arden Allen
> > > >KB6NAX
> > > 
> > > 
> > 
> > 
> > 
> >
> 




From jerry7proc at yahoo.com  Sat Feb  5 15:06:22 2011
From: jerry7proc at yahoo.com (Jerry Proc)
Date: Sat, 5 Feb 2011 12:06:22 -0800 (PST)
Subject: [Boatanchors] Heathkit manuals -- Copyright law
In-Reply-To: <40268.71590.qm@web82803.mail.mud.yahoo.com>
Message-ID: <64489.16661.qm@web112320.mail.gq1.yahoo.com>

Hi Michael,

Afer surfing "copyright" I found one key piece of information. Copyright law is different in each country. For Canada its 50 years. 
 
--
Regards,
Jerry Proc
E-mail: jerry7proc at yahoo.com


--- On Sat, 2/5/11, Michael OBrien <k0myw at sbcglobal.net> wrote:

> From: Michael OBrien <k0myw at sbcglobal.net>
> Subject: re: Heathkit manuals -- Copyright law
> To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors at theporch.com>
> Received: Saturday, February 5, 2011, 1:23 PM
> Jerry,
> 
> I know a little bit about copyright (just enough to be
> dangerous) so here's my understanding:
> 
> 




From w7qho at aol.com  Sat Feb  5 16:07:10 2011
From: w7qho at aol.com (mac)
Date: Sat, 5 Feb 2011 13:07:10 -0800
Subject: [Boatanchors] Welcome to the "Boatanchors" mailing list
In-Reply-To: <mailman.58.1296939243.21102.boatanchors@minime.theporch.com>
References: <mailman.58.1296939243.21102.boatanchors@minime.theporch.com>
Message-ID: <C0EBB5A2-5C68-49EF-BAD9-1894B06F6398@aol.com>

Well, well,,,... Very interesting.  Tried the "Information"  link  
listed but Firefox got all upset about connecting to an "untrusted  
link."  Try later maybe?  Wonder if this means hypertext & other (not  
so) modern stuff now OK?  Guess we'll find out.

Dennis D. W7QHO
Glendale, CA

**************

On Feb 5, 2011, at 12:54 PM, boatanchors-request at minime.theporch.com  
wrote:

> Welcome to the Boatanchors at minime.theporch.com mailing list! Boat
> Anchor Members-
>
> The time has come.
>
> Today we embark on a new era at theporch.com and move the boatanchors
> email list off the faithful UNIX box and the listproc software and
> onto a new server running mailman.

Etc., etc......

From WA5CAB at cs.com  Sat Feb  5 16:31:58 2011
From: WA5CAB at cs.com (WA5CAB at cs.com)
Date: Sat, 5 Feb 2011 16:31:58 EST
Subject: [Boatanchors] Welcome to the "Boatanchors" mailing list
Message-ID: <1b433.4d1f959c.3a7f1bce@cs.com>

Dennis,

IE8 complained, too, but it always does that with LOGSA and I just tell it 
to go ahead and it does.  

Jack,

When you get around tuit (I don't really need to do anything now), when I 
went to view the subscribers list, all are classified as Private except you 
and Phil.  Including me to myself.  So I can't, as the instructions at top of 
screen say, click on my address to look at or change my options.

In a message dated 2/5/2011 3:14:26 PM Central Standard Time, w7qho at aol.com 
writes: 
> Well, well,,,... Very interesting.  Tried the "Information"  link  
> listed but Firefox got all upset about connecting to an "untrusted  
> link."  Try later maybe?  Wonder if this means hypertext &other (not  
> so) modern stuff now OK?  Guess we'll find out.
> 
> Dennis D. W7QHO
> Glendale, CA
> 
> **************
> 
> On Feb 5, 2011, at 12:54 PM, boatanchors-request at minime.theporch.com  
> wrote:
> 
> >Welcome to the Boatanchors at minime.theporch.com mailing list! Boat
> >Anchor Members-
> >
> >The time has come.
> >
> >Today we embark on a new era at theporch.com and move the boatanchors
> >email list off the faithful UNIX box and the listproc software and
> >onto a new server running mailman.
> 
> Etc., etc......
> 

Robert & Susan Downs - Houston
wa5cab dot com (Web Store)
MVPA 9480


From listown at nanniandjack.com  Sat Feb  5 16:44:17 2011
From: listown at nanniandjack.com (listown at nanniandjack.com)
Date: Sat, 5 Feb 2011 13:44:17 -0800 (PST)
Subject: [Boatanchors] The "Untrusted Certificate" for theporch.com
Message-ID: <444e7f0207f17f91f91cab1f7e436964.squirrel@www.nanniandjack.com>

Gang-

Obviously, there was one IMPORTANT thing I forgot to mention: the SSL
Certificate

This Certificate makes it possible for you to have a VERY secure
connection to theporch.com and the Mailman web interface. We are NOT doing
commerce on the site, so paying for a Thawte or other "commercial"
Certificate makes no sense... The Certificate for theporch.com is
"self-signed" and is at least as safe and secure as one of the
commercial...

Just make SURE you use the https://minime.theporch.com link that comes
from theporch.com and accept the self-signed Certificate... then you can
manage any and all the options of your subscription to the BoatAnchors
list.

And, for the record, the link for paying for subscriptions takes you to
PayPal, so there really is NO commerce on the site...

Thanks for the curious folks who have wondered about the Certificate issue.

Let me know how I can help,
--
73
Jack, W4KH/Mobile - - - Mailing List Archiver/Owner - - -
listown at nanniandjack.com - "Plus ca change, plus c'est la meme chose"
     "Il n'y a que les idiots qui ne changent jamais d'idee"



From jay at kk5im.com  Sat Feb  5 17:20:24 2011
From: jay at kk5im.com (Jay H. Miller)
Date: Sat, 5 Feb 2011 16:20:24 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] New Server et al
Message-ID: <p06110428c9737d67a55c@[192.168.1.101]>

Congrats!  It works just fine.

You should add a DONATE button (for PayPal)!  I'll GLADLY ante up.

73

                   *********** jay at kk5im.com ***********
                    Jay H. Miller, KK5IM   Dallas, Texas
                    NRA *  ARRL * DXCC * S.A.S.S. #34,692
                        32? AASR  *   MVPA #25,180
                        Website: http://www.kk5im.com
             ***** Proud to be 100% Macintosh since 1984! *****


From aguibert at sympatico.ca  Sat Feb  5 17:42:36 2011
From: aguibert at sympatico.ca (=?iso-8859-1?Q?Andr=E9_Guibert?=)
Date: Sat, 5 Feb 2011 17:42:36 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] Fw: [The ORIGINAL WS#19 Group] Wireless Set No. 52
	(Cdn) Rx
Message-ID: <BLU0-SMTP542922424809E644C7949BAAE90@phx.gbl>

Re: [The ORIGINAL WS#19 Group] Wireless Set No. 52 (Cdn) RxThe ZE-12 AC/DC power supply for the remote WS52 has an extra contact
in its plug to connect the aerial.
Andre
----- Original Message ----- 
From: Meir WF2U 
To: 19set at yahoogroups.com 
Sent: Saturday, February 05, 2011 4:20 PM
Subject: RE: [The ORIGINAL WS#19 Group] Wireless Set No. 52 (Cdn) Rx





Just to elaborate on Bruce's post, the "system" receiver which is mounted in the same frame with the transmitter and system PSU. The receiver PSU is  a vibrator supply is a small subunit of the system PSU; (the whole set is powered by 12 VDC) whereas the "remote" receiver PSU, the ZE-12 contains both a 12 VDC input vibrator supply, as well as a 115 VAC input mains supply.

 

73, Meir WF2U

Landrum, SC, USA

 


--------------------------------------------------------------------------------

From: 19set at yahoogroups.com [mailto:19set at yahoogroups.com] On Behalf Of Bruce MacMillan
Sent: Saturday, February 05, 2011 3:38 PM
To: 19set at yahoogroups.com
Subject: Re: [The ORIGINAL WS#19 Group] Wireless Set No. 52 (Cdn) Rx

 

The receivers are identical. The remote receiver has it's own case where
as the 52 set rcvr mounts in the frame. The power supply for the remote
is a ZE-12.

Bruce   ve7mt

On 2/5/2011 12:28 PM, dtddunlop wrote:
> > From what I have seen regarding this particular set, there seem to be references to two types of receivers - the "normal" one that forms part of the full set, and a "Remote" receiver.
>
> Are these two items freely interchangable, and if not, what sets the Remote Unit apart from the main set receiver?
>
> David
>
>


------------------------------------

TO POST A MESSAGE to the entire group, address it to:   19set at yahoogroups.com  Messages intended ONLY for certain recipient(s) should be addressed directly to him/them, not to the entire Group.

Information exchange is strongly encouraged!  However, LARGE files such as gif and jpeg scans sent to the entire Group should be avoided.  Not everyone has high-speed internet connection and large files bog down their email server. Please keep that in mind.

If you have a photo to share with everyone, the best way is to post it in the member photos area on the Yahoo 19set Group site. 

TO UNSUBSCRIBE, send a message to  19set-unsubscribe at yahoogroups.com  By doing so, you relinguish your membership in The Original Wireless Set No. 19 Group.

Yahoo! Groups Links

<*> To visit your group on the web, go to:
    http://groups.yahoo.com/group/19set/

<*> Your email settings:
    Individual Email | Traditional

<*> To change settings online go to:
    http://groups.yahoo.com/group/19set/join
    (Yahoo! ID required)

<*> To change settings via email:
    19set-digest at yahoogroups.com
    19set-fullfeatured at yahoogroups.com

<*> To unsubscribe from this group, send an email to:
    19set-unsubscribe at yahoogroups.com

<*> Your use of Yahoo! Groups is subject to:
    http://docs.yahoo.com/info/terms/


--------------------------------------------------------------------------------

No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3423 - Release Date: 02/04/11




__._,_.___


TO POST A MESSAGE to the entire group, address it to:   19set at yahoogroups.com  Messages intended ONLY for certain recipient(s) should be addressed directly to him/them, not to the entire Group.

Information exchange is strongly encouraged!  However, LARGE files such as gif and jpeg scans sent to the entire Group should be avoided.  Not everyone has high-speed internet connection and large files bog down their email server. Please keep that in mind. 

If you have a photo to share with everyone, the best way is to post it in the member photos area on the Yahoo 19set Group site.  

TO UNSUBSCRIBE, send a message to  19set-unsubscribe at yahoogroups.com  By doing so, you relinguish your membership in The Original Wireless Set No. 19 Group.



 


Your email settings: Individual Email|Traditional 
Change settings via the Web (Yahoo! ID required) 
Change settings via email: Switch delivery to Daily Digest | Switch to Fully Featured 
Visit Your Group | Yahoo! Groups Terms of Use | Unsubscribe 



__,_._,___

From wb6orz at pacbell.net  Sat Feb  5 18:10:14 2011
From: wb6orz at pacbell.net (Les Zwiebel WB6ORZ)
Date: Sat, 5 Feb 2011 15:10:14 -0800
Subject: [Boatanchors] Thanks for new set-up, Jack
Message-ID: <56E7C1AC0AA3427692BECDFB1655E1C5@Shack>

    Thanks.
    (((((73)))))
    Les
    ---===WB6ORZ===---



From n7rk at cox.net  Sat Feb  5 18:10:56 2011
From: n7rk at cox.net (David Hollander)
Date: Sat, 05 Feb 2011 16:10:56 -0700
Subject: [Boatanchors] Heathkit manuals -- Copyright law
In-Reply-To: <40268.71590.qm@web82803.mail.mud.yahoo.com>
References: <40268.71590.qm@web82803.mail.mud.yahoo.com>
Message-ID: <4D4DD900.5080203@cox.net>

The put a plaque on the tree that killed Sonny Bono when he crashed into 
it.

It said "I got you babe!"



From aguibert at sympatico.ca  Sat Feb  5 19:19:26 2011
From: aguibert at sympatico.ca (=?utf-8?Q?Andr=C3=A9_Guibert?=)
Date: Sat, 5 Feb 2011 19:19:26 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] Fw: [The ORIGINAL WS#19 Group] Wireless Set No. 52
	(Cdn) Rx
Message-ID: <BLU0-SMTP93C93FD359D1976E7819E5AAE80@phx.gbl>

Bruce
Don't forget that the remote WS52 receiver need both 12V and 250V DC
Andre
----- Original Message ----- 
From: David Dunlop 
To: 19set at yahoogroups.com ; Meir WF2U 
Sent: Saturday, February 05, 2011 6:17 PM
Subject: RE: [The ORIGINAL WS#19 Group] Wireless Set No. 52 (Cdn) Rx




      Thanks for the clarification,Gentlemen. 


      I guess that means if I luck into a cased remote Rx first, I should jump on it, as it can go both ways.  Also looks like my CPP-2 PS in 12-volt mode should be able to drive the full system as well. If I recall correctly it puts out about 22 amps in 12-volt.


      Best regards,


      David

      --- On Sat, 2/5/11, Meir WF2U <wf2u at ws19ops.com> wrote:


        From: Meir WF2U <wf2u at ws19ops.com>
        Subject: RE: [The ORIGINAL WS#19 Group] Wireless Set No. 52 (Cdn) Rx
        To: 19set at yahoogroups.com
        Date: Saturday, February 5, 2011, 1:20 PM


          

        Just to elaborate on Bruce?s post, the ?system? receiver which is mounted in the same frame with the transmitter and system PSU. The receiver PSU is  a vibrator supply is a small subunit of the system PSU; (the whole set is powered by 12 VDC) whereas the ?remote? receiver PSU, the ZE-12 contains both a 12 VDC input vibrator supply, as well as a 115 VAC input mains supply.



        73, Meir WF2U

        Landrum, SC , USA




------------------------------------------------------------------------

        From: 19set at yahoogroups.com [mailto:19set at yahoogroups.com] On Behalf Of Bruce MacMillan
        Sent: Saturday, February 05, 2011 3:38 PM
        To: 19set at yahoogroups.com
        Subject: Re: [The ORIGINAL WS#19 Group] Wireless Set No. 52 (Cdn) Rx



        The receivers are identical. The remote receiver has it's own case where
        as the 52 set rcvr mounts in the frame. The power supply for the remote
        is a ZE-12.

        Bruce   ve7mt

        On 2/5/2011 12:28 PM, dtddunlop wrote:
        > > From what I have seen regarding this particular set, there seem to be references to two types of receivers - the "normal" one that forms part of the full set, and a "Remote" receiver.
        >
        > Are these two items freely interchangable, and if not, what sets the Remote Unit apart from the main set receiver?
        >
        > David
        >
        >


        ------------------------------------

        TO POST A MESSAGE to the entire group, address it to:   19set at yahoogroups.com  Messages intended ONLY for certain recipient(s) should be addressed directly to him/them, not to the entire Group.

        Information exchange is strongly encouraged!  However, LARGE files such as gif and jpeg scans sent to the entire Group should be avoided.  Not everyone has high-speed internet connection and large files bog down their email server. Please keep that in mind.

        If you have a photo to share with everyone, the best way is to post it in the member photos area on the Yahoo 19set Group site. 

        TO UNSUBSCRIBE, send a message to  19set-unsubscribe at yahoogroups.com  By doing so, you relinguish your membership in The Original Wireless Set No. 19 Group.

        Yahoo! Groups Links

        <*> To visit your group on the web, go to:
            http://groups.yahoo.com/group/19set/

        <*> Your email settings:
            Individual Email | Traditional

        <*> To change settings online go to:
            http://groups.yahoo.com/group/19set/join
            (Yahoo! ID required)

        <*> To change settings via email:
            19set-digest at yahoogroups.com
            19set-fullfeatured at yahoogroups.com

        <*> To unsubscribe from this group, send an email to:
            19set-unsubscribe at yahoogroups.com

        <*> Your use of Yahoo! Groups is subject to:
            http://docs.yahoo.com/info/terms/


------------------------------------------------------------------------

        No virus found in this message.
        Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
        Version: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3423 - Release Date: 02/04/11
     




__._,_.___


TO POST A MESSAGE to the entire group, address it to:   19set at yahoogroups.com  Messages intended ONLY for certain recipient(s) should be addressed directly to him/them, not to the entire Group.

Information exchange is strongly encouraged!  However, LARGE files such as gif and jpeg scans sent to the entire Group should be avoided.  Not everyone has high-speed internet connection and large files bog down their email server. Please keep that in mind. 

If you have a photo to share with everyone, the best way is to post it in the member photos area on the Yahoo 19set Group site.  

TO UNSUBSCRIBE, send a message to  19set-unsubscribe at yahoogroups.com  By doing so, you relinguish your membership in The Original Wireless Set No. 19 Group.



 


Your email settings: Individual Email|Traditional 
Change settings via the Web (Yahoo! ID required) 
Change settings via email: Switch delivery to Daily Digest | Switch to Fully Featured 
Visit Your Group | Yahoo! Groups Terms of Use | Unsubscribe 



__,_._,___

From aguibert at sympatico.ca  Sat Feb  5 19:26:18 2011
From: aguibert at sympatico.ca (=?iso-8859-1?Q?Andr=E9_Guibert?=)
Date: Sat, 5 Feb 2011 19:26:18 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] Fw: [The ORIGINAL WS#19 Group] Wireless Set No. 52
	(Cdn) Rx
Message-ID: <BLU0-SMTP965831C0F24C32159DEEABAAE80@phx.gbl>

If I remember right, the CPP-2 P.S. outputs are 25A. at 25Vdc
and 50A. at 12Vdc
Andre

----- Original Message ----- 
From: "Chris Suslowicz" <chris at suslowicz.org>
To: <19set at yahoogroups.com>
Sent: Saturday, February 05, 2011 6:40 PM
Subject: RE: [The ORIGINAL WS#19 Group] Wireless Set No. 52 (Cdn) Rx


> At 15:17 -0800 5/2/11, David Dunlop wrote:
>>
>>
>>Thanks for the clarification,Gentlemen.
>>
>>I guess that means if I luck into a cased remote Rx first, I should 
>>jump on it, as it can go both ways.  Also looks like my CPP-2 PS in 
>>12-volt mode should be able to drive the full system as well.>


From kd5byb at kd5byb.net  Sat Feb  5 19:54:21 2011
From: kd5byb at kd5byb.net (Ben Hall)
Date: Sat, 05 Feb 2011 18:54:21 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] BC-348 Gear Springs.
Message-ID: <4D4DF13D.5050703@kd5byb.net>

Good afternoon all,

Still working on the BC-348-N.  It is coming together nicely.

Just about every resistor in the thing had drifted up out of tolerance, 
so just about every one has been replaced.  ;)  Funny, all of the caps 
except one seem good.  I did replace a few of them that might have been 
leaking or were in hard to get to places.

I then pre-loaded the anti-backlash gear on the tuning cap and 
reinstalled it.  But, I found that I still had considerable backlash.

Turns out that the springs on the gear right off of the tuning knob had 
its springs altered (cut shorter) at some point in its life.

I spent about an hour on-line looking at various places that I thought 
would sell small quantities of springs.  The usual suspects had some 
that were pretty close, but nothing exactly right.

Then, like the moron that I am, I remembered that my parts set had that 
gear and a likely a set of springs.  Out into the garage (with the five 
year old in tow - "Daddy, we're having a garage adventure!") where I 
harvested the two springs, then installed them into the N.  Problem 
solved...

later,
ben, kd5byb


From WA1KBQ at aol.com  Sun Feb  6 08:10:22 2011
From: WA1KBQ at aol.com (WA1KBQ at aol.com)
Date: Sun, 6 Feb 2011 08:10:22 -0500 (EST)
Subject: [Boatanchors] Heathkit manuals -- Copyright law
Message-ID: <195bf.5018ab44.3a7ff7be@aol.com>

Why not just buy a manual? High quality comb bound copies are abundantly  
available from multiple sources and even the  originals have become 
inexpensive and easy to find. Half of the  time the free DJVU copies are practically 
illegible anyway when you print them  out. Are democrats OK with republicans 
running into trees now? Sonny Bono was a  Republican, Arden is a democrat.
 
Regards, Greg
 
 
In a message dated 2/5/2011 2:43:29 P.M. Eastern Standard Time,  
gumbear at pacbell.net writes:

>  ......the late Sonny Bono, when he was a member of Congress representing 
a  district in southern California, was prevailed upon by the Walt Disney 
Corp.  to get the federal law changed because Mickey Mouse was about to 
become part  of the public domain under the old 70-year rule.


Serves Bono right  he ran into a tree.  It's for sure Mickey Mouse never 
built a  Heathkit...

Arden Allen
KB6NAX

The average dog is a nicer  person than
the average person.  -Andy Rooney

* * * * * * * * *  * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
*       ---REMAINDER OF MESSAGE TRUNCATED---         *
*     This post contains a forbidden message  format       *
*  (such as an attached file, a  v-card, HTML formatting)  *
*    Mail Lists at theporch.com  only accept PLAIN TEXT    *
* If your postings display this  message your mail program *
* is not set to send PLAIN TEXT ONLY and needs  adjusting  *
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  *



From listown at nanniandjack.com  Sun Feb  6 15:13:40 2011
From: listown at nanniandjack.com (listown at nanniandjack.com)
Date: Sun, 6 Feb 2011 12:13:40 -0800 (PST)
Subject: [Boatanchors] Common Courtesy (and Decency)
Message-ID: <d8c259a4878620268f0109f5f8c5d922.squirrel@www.nanniandjack.com>

Gang-

I has sure been a while since I have let loose a blast of hot air, but
recent posts about the "ORIGINAL WS#19..." have got me started.

*IF* you are going to reply to a post off a Yahoo Group (or any other
source that hangs a ridiculous amount of crap off the bottom telling how
wonderful their service is and all that blather and nonsense, FOR GAWD'S
SAKE, DRAG YOU MOUSE ACROSS THAT CRAP AND HIT BACKSPACE!!!!

--
73
Jack, W4KH/Mobile - - - Mailing List Archiver/Owner - - -
listown at nanniandjack.com - "Plus ca change, plus c'est la meme chose"
     "Il n'y a que les idiots qui ne changent jamais d'idee"



From gumbear at pacbell.net  Sun Feb  6 21:15:05 2011
From: gumbear at pacbell.net (Arden Allen)
Date: Sun, 6 Feb 2011 18:15:05 -0800
Subject: [Boatanchors] Heathkit manuals -- Copyright law thoroughfare,
References: <195bf.5018ab44.3a7ff7be@aol.com>
Message-ID: <004d01cbc66c$dcc13bd0$2f9f480c@KB6NAX>

Greg postures:

> Why not just buy a manual? High quality comb bound copies are abundantly  
available from multiple sources and even the  originals have become 
inexpensive and easy to find. Half of the  time the free DJVU copies are practically 
illegible anyway when you print them  out. Are democrats OK with republicans 
running into trees now? Sonny Bono was a  Republican, Arden is a democrat.

You miss the point, oh faithful disciple of Limbaugh.  The internet, contrary to those who believe life is a business model in search of better price points, is made up of many individuals who work cooperatively to mutually enjoy common interests such as ham radio, historical radio and military electronics preservation, and technology studies, to name a few.  For some time Heathkit manuals have enjoyed free sharing via the internet in the fairly held belief that they were in the public domain as there was no evidence the Heath Company felt the commerce in their historically significant kit manuals were detrimental to the company's reputation or business interests, the contrary being more evident.  Then along comes an individual that sees an opportunity to trod on a commonly sanctioned activity for selfish advancement.  It is difficult for "conservatives" who put acquisitiveness at the top of priorities for human enrichment to understand that not all things in life have a price tag affixed.  As Greg would have it, each person should check with his lawyer before setting foot on a public thoroughfare in the event someone should take offense at his shadow.  So as a "democrat" I believe in live and let live while Greg, as a "republican" believes in live life at the expense of other's lives.  Don't give me the crap that the mythical "free market" works for all.

So where's all the sources for "high quality comb bound copies" of Heatkit manuals, of Dumbaugh? 

Arden Allen
KB6NAX

If you pick up a starving dog and
make him prosperous, he will not
bite you.  This is the principle
difference between a dog and
a man.  -Mark Twain

From gumbear at pacbell.net  Sun Feb  6 21:15:05 2011
From: gumbear at pacbell.net (Arden Allen)
Date: Sun, 6 Feb 2011 18:15:05 -0800
Subject: [Boatanchors] Heathkit manuals -- Copyright law thoroughfare,
References: <195bf.5018ab44.3a7ff7be@aol.com>
Message-ID: <004d01cbc66c$dcc13bd0$2f9f480c@KB6NAX>

Greg postures:

> Why not just buy a manual? High quality comb bound copies are abundantly  
available from multiple sources and even the  originals have become 
inexpensive and easy to find. Half of the  time the free DJVU copies are practically 
illegible anyway when you print them  out. Are democrats OK with republicans 
running into trees now? Sonny Bono was a  Republican, Arden is a democrat.

You miss the point, oh faithful disciple of Limbaugh.  The internet, contrary to those who believe life is a business model in search of better price points, is made up of many individuals who work cooperatively to mutually enjoy common interests such as ham radio, historical radio and military electronics preservation, and technology studies, to name a few.  For some time Heathkit manuals have enjoyed free sharing via the internet in the fairly held belief that they were in the public domain as there was no evidence the Heath Company felt the commerce in their historically significant kit manuals were detrimental to the company's reputation or business interests, the contrary being more evident.  Then along comes an individual that sees an opportunity to trod on a commonly sanctioned activity for selfish advancement.  It is difficult for "conservatives" who put acquisitiveness at the top of priorities for human enrichment to understand that not all things in life have a price tag affixed.  As Greg would have it, each person should check with his lawyer before setting foot on a public thoroughfare in the event someone should take offense at his shadow.  So as a "democrat" I believe in live and let live while Greg, as a "republican" believes in live life at the expense of other's lives.  Don't give me the crap that the mythical "free market" works for all.

So where's all the sources for "high quality comb bound copies" of Heatkit manuals, of Dumbaugh? 

Arden Allen
KB6NAX

If you pick up a starving dog and
make him prosperous, he will not
bite you.  This is the principle
difference between a dog and
a man.  -Mark Twain

From listown at nanniandjack.com  Mon Feb  7 08:30:35 2011
From: listown at nanniandjack.com (listown at nanniandjack.com)
Date: Mon, 7 Feb 2011 05:30:35 -0800 (PST)
Subject: [Boatanchors] Political Diatribes have *NO* place on BoatAnchors
Message-ID: <5132b26e9eb512555d036b289d1a5d5c.squirrel@www.nanniandjack.com>

Gang-

Now that I see daily digests instead of having to wait for a week or so
(and because of the migration) I am watching somewhat more closely.

When you became members of our little community, everyone agreed to be
polite and abide by the simple rules.

Because things have become a tad more "fast and loose", I have reinstated
the "Penalty Box" and it is filling up, much to my wish it were not.

This list still has excellent signal to noise, and I intend to keep it
that way. We are going to keep personal attacks, political comments,
religion, the ARRL, and ALL the other topics you all know too well that do
NOT belong on the list to ourselves and *NOT*, under any circumstances,
post them to the BoatAnchors list.

Clear?

I hope so.
--
73
Jack, W4KH/Mobile - - - Mailing List Archiver/Owner - - -
listown at nanniandjack.com - "Plus ca change, plus c'est la meme chose"
     "Il n'y a que les idiots qui ne changent jamais d'idee"



From navy.radio at gmail.com  Mon Feb  7 08:30:10 2011
From: navy.radio at gmail.com (Nick England)
Date: Mon, 7 Feb 2011 08:30:10 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] Heathkit manuals -- Copyright law thoroughfare,
In-Reply-To: <004d01cbc66c$dcc13bd0$2f9f480c@KB6NAX>
References: <195bf.5018ab44.3a7ff7be@aol.com>
	<004d01cbc66c$dcc13bd0$2f9f480c@KB6NAX>
Message-ID: <AANLkTin3akhrYC-5sN+H4WpsJqvdh667Hgq8Xjrem+Z2@mail.gmail.com>

Just in the interest of setting some records straight -
Actually the modern Heathkit company did make some effort to sell
manual reprints in recent years, and they did continue to assert that
they owned the copyrights to the manuals. However so far as I know
they never pursued anyone for selling (W7FG, etc.) or giving away
(bama, etc.) copies.
So legally they also had the right to sell the copyrights. Which they
did - When they were cleaning things out a couple of years ago, their
ebay auction offered filing cabinets full of original manuals plus the
copyrights. Anyone who wanted to could have purchased them and placed
them in the public domain. But no one did - so instead a guy shelled
out hard cash to the legitimate owner of these goods in the
expectation that he'd be able to make back that hard cash and
something more. Anyone else could have done that too, but they didn't.
Note that all this was done in the most public manner possible, no
sneaky backroom deals or conspiracy to defraud the great unwashed
public.

This all sounds honest and above board and ethical to me. Robbing the
Heathkit company or the new copyright owner of their lawfully acquired
property might make you happy but it is still immoral.

In the great Heathkit ebay attic sale, I bought a batch of catalogs, a
multimeter used in the engineering department, and an unbuilt power
supply (the last kit shipped from Benton Harbor). Should I have
expected to have gotten them for free? Should I be expected to give
them away for free? I might do that, but shouldn't it be my choice and
not yours?

Nick K4NYW
who, by the way, has spent a lot of his own time and money scanning
public domain USN radio documents and posting several gigabytes for
anyone to have for free - simply because I wanted to.


From jprusso at buffalo.edu  Mon Feb  7 09:10:18 2011
From: jprusso at buffalo.edu (Russo, John)
Date: Mon, 7 Feb 2011 09:10:18 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] Globe Scout 40A schematic needed
Message-ID: <5371D63D27640248A436D2840DDD7D3B0218140FD456@MBCCR1.itorg.ad.buffalo.edu>

Hello Group,

Would anyone have a scan or copy of a Globe Scout 40A wiring diagram they could share.  Have a fairly clean unit missing B+ at the modulator stages. Good RF power out but no audio, not sure if someone modified something.

Thanks, John Russo, KW2JR



From navy.radio at gmail.com  Mon Feb  7 08:30:10 2011
From: navy.radio at gmail.com (Nick England)
Date: Mon, 7 Feb 2011 08:30:10 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] Heathkit manuals -- Copyright law thoroughfare,
In-Reply-To: <004d01cbc66c$dcc13bd0$2f9f480c@KB6NAX>
References: <195bf.5018ab44.3a7ff7be@aol.com>
	<004d01cbc66c$dcc13bd0$2f9f480c@KB6NAX>
Message-ID: <AANLkTin3akhrYC-5sN+H4WpsJqvdh667Hgq8Xjrem+Z2@mail.gmail.com>

Just in the interest of setting some records straight -
Actually the modern Heathkit company did make some effort to sell
manual reprints in recent years, and they did continue to assert that
they owned the copyrights to the manuals. However so far as I know
they never pursued anyone for selling (W7FG, etc.) or giving away
(bama, etc.) copies.
So legally they also had the right to sell the copyrights. Which they
did - When they were cleaning things out a couple of years ago, their
ebay auction offered filing cabinets full of original manuals plus the
copyrights. Anyone who wanted to could have purchased them and placed
them in the public domain. But no one did - so instead a guy shelled
out hard cash to the legitimate owner of these goods in the
expectation that he'd be able to make back that hard cash and
something more. Anyone else could have done that too, but they didn't.
Note that all this was done in the most public manner possible, no
sneaky backroom deals or conspiracy to defraud the great unwashed
public.

This all sounds honest and above board and ethical to me. Robbing the
Heathkit company or the new copyright owner of their lawfully acquired
property might make you happy but it is still immoral.

In the great Heathkit ebay attic sale, I bought a batch of catalogs, a
multimeter used in the engineering department, and an unbuilt power
supply (the last kit shipped from Benton Harbor). Should I have
expected to have gotten them for free? Should I be expected to give
them away for free? I might do that, but shouldn't it be my choice and
not yours?

Nick K4NYW
who, by the way, has spent a lot of his own time and money scanning
public domain USN radio documents and posting several gigabytes for
anyone to have for free - simply because I wanted to.


From 4cx250b at muohio.edu  Mon Feb  7 19:30:22 2011
From: 4cx250b at muohio.edu (Jim  Garland)
Date: Mon, 7 Feb 2011 17:30:22 -0700
Subject: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
Message-ID: <7E3BD68693834D7395104F7A5931A56F@JimsOffice>

Hi Gang,
      The Galaxy R-530 is a solid state 1967-vintage general coverage
receiver that was intended as a less expensive competitor to the National
HRO-500 and the Collins 51S-1. When working, the R-530 is an excellent
performer, although it is sometimes criticized for its small tuning knob and
rather stiff tuning.
      Unfortunately, most R-530s today are not working, because of problems
with their frequency synthesizer, as indicated by a dreaded  "unlock" lamp
on the front panel. Compounding the problem is the fact that the R-530
manual completely omits any alignment instructions for the syntheszer, and
has no detailed circuit description for it. Adding insult to injury, many of
the synthesizer adjustments are buried inside a sealed enclosure, with no
obvious way to take enclosure cover off. These shortcomings spoil what would
otherwise be a very interesting and collectable receiver.
      This is all by way of saying that, following a week of testing and
experimenting with my own (defunct for over ten years) R-530, I've just
added a page to my website that gives comprehensive step-by-step alignment
instructions for the synthesizer. Furthermore, I've discovered to my
surprise that the alignment procedure is quite straightforward and, even
better, that the synthesizer is actually very stable and not at all finicky.
Best of all, I've learned that the reason so many R-530s won't phase lock
properly is not because their alignment has drifted, but because there are
two failure-prone electrolytic capacitors on the synthesizer PCBs. Replace
these capacitors and you're likely to find your receiver will start working
again, even if you don't touch the alignment. 
      If you have an R-530, or just are interested in the radio, you can
read all about it at
http://www.w8zr.net/vintage/receivers/galaxy%20R-530.html
 
Tnx and 73,
Jim Garland W8ZR
      



From rbsingl at ilstu.edu  Mon Feb  7 20:26:41 2011
From: rbsingl at ilstu.edu (Singley, Rodger)
Date: Mon, 7 Feb 2011 19:26:41 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
References: <7E3BD68693834D7395104F7A5931A56F@JimsOffice>
Message-ID: <AA28191F88740543A764089198FF86DEF1AF08@COBEXCHANGE.ad.ilstu.edu>

Jim,

Thank you for your followup description of how you repaired the problem.  That will prove helpful to a number of us who own R-530 receivers.

A couple of hints:

If you lubricate the ball reduction drive it will have very light tuning.  After proper lubrication the inner knob will spin with light pressure from one finger and the outer knob is easily turned with a light two finger grip.  Of course there is no flywheel action but the tuning will have a light touch.  Mine was very stiff when I got it. 

Inrad does sell filters that will work with this model.  I added the AM filter to mine several years ago (before they had a separate listing for the R-530).

I also have a HRO-500 and 51S-1 and I like the National best but mostly because I wanted one for years and it looks so nice with my NCX-5/NCL-2000 station.  I prefer the R-530 to my 51S-1.

Rodger WQ9E

-----Original Message-----
From: boatanchors-bounces at minime.theporch.com on behalf of Jim Garland
Sent: Mon 2/7/2011 6:30 PM
To: 'Old Tube Radios'
Subject: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
 


From pulsarxp at embarqmail.com  Mon Feb  7 21:35:30 2011
From: pulsarxp at embarqmail.com (LEE BAHR)
Date: Mon, 7 Feb 2011 20:35:30 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] Heathkit manuals -- Copyright law thoroughfare,
In-Reply-To: <AANLkTin3akhrYC-5sN+H4WpsJqvdh667Hgq8Xjrem+Z2@mail.gmail.com>
References: <195bf.5018ab44.3a7ff7be@aol.com><004d01cbc66c$dcc13bd0$2f9f480c@KB6NAX>
	<AANLkTin3akhrYC-5sN+H4WpsJqvdh667Hgq8Xjrem+Z2@mail.gmail.com>
Message-ID: <255382CF7F984586AC67F85FD9D9B554@LeePC>

I am sorry, but it has not legally been determined the person who bought the 
filling cabinets of manuals actually bought the copyrights too and to which 
manuals he has copyrights to if any.

It would be great if an attorney ham would make this a personal project to 
settle the arguement once and for all and challenge the claim.  Possible 
donations could be given to help cover the cost of the challenge.

Lee, w0vt



> Just in the interest of setting some records straight -
> Actually the modern Heathkit company did make some effort to sell
> manual reprints in recent years, and they did continue to assert that
> they owned the copyrights to the manuals. However so far as I know
> they never pursued anyone for selling (W7FG, etc.) or giving away
> (bama, etc.) copies.
> So legally they also had the right to sell the copyrights. Which they
> did - When they were cleaning things out a couple of years ago, their
> ebay auction offered filing cabinets full of original manuals plus the
> copyrights. Anyone who wanted to could have purchased them and placed
> them in the public domain. But no one did - so instead a guy shelled
> out hard cash to the legitimate owner of these goods in the
> expectation that he'd be able to make back that hard cash and
> something more. Anyone else could have done that too, but they didn't.
> Note that all this was done in the most public manner possible, no
> sneaky backroom deals or conspiracy to defraud the great unwashed
> public.
>
> This all sounds honest and above board and ethical to me. Robbing the
> Heathkit company or the new copyright owner of their lawfully acquired
> property might make you happy but it is still immoral.
>
> In the great Heathkit ebay attic sale, I bought a batch of catalogs, a
> multimeter used in the engineering department, and an unbuilt power
> supply (the last kit shipped from Benton Harbor). Should I have
> expected to have gotten them for free? Should I be expected to give
> them away for free? I might do that, but shouldn't it be my choice and
> not yours?
>
> Nick K4NYW
> 



From pulsarxp at embarqmail.com  Mon Feb  7 21:35:30 2011
From: pulsarxp at embarqmail.com (LEE BAHR)
Date: Mon, 7 Feb 2011 20:35:30 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] Heathkit manuals -- Copyright law thoroughfare,
In-Reply-To: <AANLkTin3akhrYC-5sN+H4WpsJqvdh667Hgq8Xjrem+Z2@mail.gmail.com>
References: <195bf.5018ab44.3a7ff7be@aol.com><004d01cbc66c$dcc13bd0$2f9f480c@KB6NAX>
	<AANLkTin3akhrYC-5sN+H4WpsJqvdh667Hgq8Xjrem+Z2@mail.gmail.com>
Message-ID: <255382CF7F984586AC67F85FD9D9B554@LeePC>

I am sorry, but it has not legally been determined the person who bought the 
filling cabinets of manuals actually bought the copyrights too and to which 
manuals he has copyrights to if any.

It would be great if an attorney ham would make this a personal project to 
settle the arguement once and for all and challenge the claim.  Possible 
donations could be given to help cover the cost of the challenge.

Lee, w0vt



> Just in the interest of setting some records straight -
> Actually the modern Heathkit company did make some effort to sell
> manual reprints in recent years, and they did continue to assert that
> they owned the copyrights to the manuals. However so far as I know
> they never pursued anyone for selling (W7FG, etc.) or giving away
> (bama, etc.) copies.
> So legally they also had the right to sell the copyrights. Which they
> did - When they were cleaning things out a couple of years ago, their
> ebay auction offered filing cabinets full of original manuals plus the
> copyrights. Anyone who wanted to could have purchased them and placed
> them in the public domain. But no one did - so instead a guy shelled
> out hard cash to the legitimate owner of these goods in the
> expectation that he'd be able to make back that hard cash and
> something more. Anyone else could have done that too, but they didn't.
> Note that all this was done in the most public manner possible, no
> sneaky backroom deals or conspiracy to defraud the great unwashed
> public.
>
> This all sounds honest and above board and ethical to me. Robbing the
> Heathkit company or the new copyright owner of their lawfully acquired
> property might make you happy but it is still immoral.
>
> In the great Heathkit ebay attic sale, I bought a batch of catalogs, a
> multimeter used in the engineering department, and an unbuilt power
> supply (the last kit shipped from Benton Harbor). Should I have
> expected to have gotten them for free? Should I be expected to give
> them away for free? I might do that, but shouldn't it be my choice and
> not yours?
>
> Nick K4NYW
> 



From gumbear at pacbell.net  Mon Feb  7 16:10:35 2011
From: gumbear at pacbell.net (Arden Allen)
Date: Mon, 7 Feb 2011 13:10:35 -0800
Subject: [Boatanchors] Heathkit manuals -- Copyright law thoroughfare,
References: <195bf.5018ab44.3a7ff7be@aol.com><004d01cbc66c$dcc13bd0$2f9f480c@KB6NAX>
	<AANLkTin3akhrYC-5sN+H4WpsJqvdh667Hgq8Xjrem+Z2@mail.gmail.com>
Message-ID: <004c01cbc70c$b8712970$4a9f480c@KB6NAX>

> Just in the interest of setting some records straight -
Actually the modern Heathkit company did make some effort to sell
manual reprints in recent years, and they did continue to assert that
they owned the copyrights to the manuals. However so far as I know
they never pursued anyone for selling (W7FG, etc.) or giving away
(bama, etc.) copies.
So legally they also had the right to sell the copyrights. Which they
did - When they were cleaning things out a couple of years ago, their
ebay auction offered filing cabinets full of original manuals plus the
copyrights. Anyone who wanted to could have purchased them and placed
them in the public domain. But no one did - so instead a guy shelled
out hard cash to the legitimate owner of these goods in the
expectation that he'd be able to make back that hard cash and
something more. Anyone else could have done that too, but they didn't.
Note that all this was done in the most public manner possible, no
sneaky backroom deals or conspiracy to defraud the great unwashed
public.  .......

Well, in the age old tradition of sea-lawyering, "possesion is nine points
of the law".  One who abandons possesion cedes his right of ownership to one
who takes possesion.  It's an age old principle, probably in common law,
that forms the basis of the 30 day rule of property abandonement many
laundromats live by, and salvage operators who take possesion of sunken
ships and their cargoes.  Yes, but I know real lawyers have made things
complicated to the advantage of big money and poltical power so what do I
know?  Me being an everyday slob when someone hands me something useful do I
take him court to see if he obtained it "legally"?  Is it possible anyone
can depend on common sense anymore?

BTW, if a lost dog is not claimed by its rightful owner within 30 days the
person who has custody can claim it as his own in this neck of the woods.
That's how I got my pack!

Arden Allen
KB6NAX

Adopt a shelter dog,
save an innocent life,
and make a friend forever =:-)



From WA1KBQ at aol.com  Mon Feb  7 18:54:38 2011
From: WA1KBQ at aol.com (WA1KBQ at aol.com)
Date: Mon, 7 Feb 2011 18:54:38 -0500 (EST)
Subject: [Boatanchors] Heathkit manuals -- Copyright law thoroughfare,
Message-ID: <edeb2.38f3ae7d.3a81e03e@aol.com>

 
I mentioned originals too. Looks like Surplus Sales of Nebraska is still  
offering Heathkit manual copies. A quick check over at the auction place as 
of  this morning showed about 1000 currently available, mostly originals.
 
Regards, Greg
 
 
In a message dated 2/6/2011 9:15:36 P.M. Eastern Standard Time,  
gumbear at pacbell.net writes:

So where's all the sources for "high  quality comb bound copies" of Heatkit 
manuals...? 
 
Arden Allen
KB6NAX
 




From n7rk at cox.net  Tue Feb  8 01:24:33 2011
From: n7rk at cox.net (David Hollander)
Date: Mon, 07 Feb 2011 23:24:33 -0700
Subject: [Boatanchors] Heathkit manuals -- Copyright law thoroughfare,
In-Reply-To: <004d01cbc66c$dcc13bd0$2f9f480c@KB6NAX>
References: <195bf.5018ab44.3a7ff7be@aol.com>
	<004d01cbc66c$dcc13bd0$2f9f480c@KB6NAX>
Message-ID: <4D50E1A1.8070701@cox.net>

I also have a lot of original Heathkit manuals for sale but not many ham 
manuals. These came from the Phoenix Heathkit store which closed over 25 
years ago.

Here is my web site.

http://members.cox.net/radiostuff9/manuals_fs.htm

73,

Dave N7RK
-- 
***********************************************************
Dave  N7RK          Boatanchors Home Page: http://members.cox.net/n7rk
Phoenix, Arizona         *DXCC Honor Roll*    *WAZ#22 - 75 Meter SSB*

ex-XE2/N7RK, N7RK/ZB2, VK2ERK, ZM0AJN, WB6NRK, WN6IWX

Boatanchor and Antique Radio Collector



From n7rk at cox.net  Tue Feb  8 01:24:33 2011
From: n7rk at cox.net (David Hollander)
Date: Mon, 07 Feb 2011 23:24:33 -0700
Subject: [Boatanchors] Heathkit manuals -- Copyright law thoroughfare,
In-Reply-To: <004d01cbc66c$dcc13bd0$2f9f480c@KB6NAX>
References: <195bf.5018ab44.3a7ff7be@aol.com>
	<004d01cbc66c$dcc13bd0$2f9f480c@KB6NAX>
Message-ID: <4D50E1A1.8070701@cox.net>

I also have a lot of original Heathkit manuals for sale but not many ham 
manuals. These came from the Phoenix Heathkit store which closed over 25 
years ago.

Here is my web site.

http://members.cox.net/radiostuff9/manuals_fs.htm

73,

Dave N7RK
-- 
***********************************************************
Dave  N7RK          Boatanchors Home Page: http://members.cox.net/n7rk
Phoenix, Arizona         *DXCC Honor Roll*    *WAZ#22 - 75 Meter SSB*

ex-XE2/N7RK, N7RK/ZB2, VK2ERK, ZM0AJN, WB6NRK, WN6IWX

Boatanchor and Antique Radio Collector



From brian.goldsmith at echo1.com.au  Tue Feb  8 02:58:29 2011
From: brian.goldsmith at echo1.com.au (Brian Goldsmith)
Date: Tue, 8 Feb 2011 18:58:29 +1100
Subject: [Boatanchors] Heathkit manuals -- Copyright law thoroughfare,
In-Reply-To: <255382CF7F984586AC67F85FD9D9B554@LeePC>
References: <195bf.5018ab44.3a7ff7be@aol.com><004d01cbc66c$dcc13bd0$2f9f480c@KB6NAX>	<AANLkTin3akhrYC-5sN+H4WpsJqvdh667Hgq8Xjrem+Z2@mail.gmail.com>
	<255382CF7F984586AC67F85FD9D9B554@LeePC>
Message-ID: <004b01cbc765$f9a31530$ece93f90$@goldsmith@echo1.com.au>



-----Original Message-----
From: LEE BAHR


I am sorry, but it has not legally been determined the person who bought the

filling cabinets of manuals actually bought the copyrights too and to which 
manuals he has copyrights to if any.


****How do you know this has not been legally determined?
Please quote your sources.

Brian G.






From w9ac at arrl.net  Tue Feb  8 06:34:26 2011
From: w9ac at arrl.net (Paul Christensen)
Date: Tue, 8 Feb 2011 06:34:26 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
References: <7E3BD68693834D7395104F7A5931A56F@JimsOffice>
Message-ID: <6C51E089E80E4718A5D2F92B32207690@DBTOA000>

Jim,

Nice work and that receiver looks gorgeous.

Saw your note concerning replacement of two 15V electrolytic caps.  From 
some reason, low-voltage electrolytic caps (usually 25V and below) produced 
prior to the 1980s are prone to early failure.   This had become so 
pervasive, that I would avoid using electrolytic caps under 35WVDC -- no 
matter how low the working voltage.

I have seen premature failure occur dozens of times with older electrolytic 
caps.  Then, in the 1980s, I started seeing a reversal of this trend and I 
no longer fear replacement with low-voltage electrolytic types when the 
working voltage is appropriate. Just a guess, but I suspect better 
manufacturing controls and materials must have been used, starting in the 
1980s.

Paul, W9AC



----- Original Message ----- 
From: "Jim Garland" <4cx250b at muohio.edu>
To: "'Old Tube Radios'" <boatanchors at theporch.com>
Sent: Monday, February 07, 2011 7:30 PM
Subject: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver


> Hi Gang,
>      The Galaxy R-530 is a solid state 1967-vintage general coverage
> receiver that was intended as a less expensive competitor to the National
> HRO-500 and the Collins 51S-1. When working, the R-530 is an excellent
> performer, although it is sometimes criticized for its small tuning knob 
> and
> rather stiff tuning.
>      Unfortunately, most R-530s today are not working, because of problems
> with their frequency synthesizer, as indicated by a dreaded  "unlock" lamp
> on the front panel. Compounding the problem is the fact that the R-530
> manual completely omits any alignment instructions for the syntheszer, and
> has no detailed circuit description for it. Adding insult to injury, many 
> of
> the synthesizer adjustments are buried inside a sealed enclosure, with no
> obvious way to take enclosure cover off. These shortcomings spoil what 
> would
> otherwise be a very interesting and collectable receiver.
>      This is all by way of saying that, following a week of testing and
> experimenting with my own (defunct for over ten years) R-530, I've just
> added a page to my website that gives comprehensive step-by-step alignment
> instructions for the synthesizer. Furthermore, I've discovered to my
> surprise that the alignment procedure is quite straightforward and, even
> better, that the synthesizer is actually very stable and not at all 
> finicky.
> Best of all, I've learned that the reason so many R-530s won't phase lock
> properly is not because their alignment has drifted, but because there are
> two failure-prone electrolytic capacitors on the synthesizer PCBs. Replace
> these capacitors and you're likely to find your receiver will start 
> working
> again, even if you don't touch the alignment.
>      If you have an R-530, or just are interested in the radio, you can
> read all about it at
> http://www.w8zr.net/vintage/receivers/galaxy%20R-530.html
>
> Tnx and 73,
> Jim Garland W8ZR
>
>
> _______________________________________________
> Boatanchors mailing list
> Boatanchors at minime.theporch.com
> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors 



From navy.radio at gmail.com  Tue Feb  8 08:26:22 2011
From: navy.radio at gmail.com (Nick England)
Date: Tue, 8 Feb 2011 08:26:22 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] Heathkit manuals -- Copyright law thoroughfare,
In-Reply-To: <255382CF7F984586AC67F85FD9D9B554@LeePC>
References: <195bf.5018ab44.3a7ff7be@aol.com>
	<004d01cbc66c$dcc13bd0$2f9f480c@KB6NAX>
	<AANLkTin3akhrYC-5sN+H4WpsJqvdh667Hgq8Xjrem+Z2@mail.gmail.com>
	<255382CF7F984586AC67F85FD9D9B554@LeePC>
Message-ID: <AANLkTimq4os9u85Q9yjU9-J+56OM_yzOd_kDvGeWUByd@mail.gmail.com>

I am not an attorney, just a nut who owned about 400 Heathkits at one
point, so I followed this a little bit.
Several years ago Heath listed tons of great stuff on ebay that had
evidently been saved for a museum some day. Sigh.
Heath's ebay listing for the manuals said that the copyrights were
part of the deal. The guy who bought the package says he has the
copyrights. So it is certainly a reasonable assumption that the
copyright owner and the copyright buyer know whereof they speak.
Wouldn't you have made sure you got what you were paying for?

I do understand that people *wish* that copies were still freely
available, but legally, the manuals were never in the public domain
and the current owner is just asserting his ownership. Maybe he'll
make money at it, maybe not, but just because you *wish* he'd give
away his property doesn't mean that he will or should. Heck I *wish*
the bank would give me a million dollars but I'm not about to walk in
there and demand that they do - that would be both foolish and
immoral.

Villifying the current owner is also certainly not a good strategy to
make him more cooperative. Me, I'm thankful that someone stepped up to
the plate and saved all these manuals from the landfill.

On a happier note - how about a cheer for TMC, whose owner made all
their file drawers full of manuals available for scanning and free
distribution. And a cheer for John Poulton K4OZY who took on the
project and spent a couple of years scanning them all.
http://www.virhistory.com/tmc/tmc_pages/tmc_manuals/tmc_manual_directory.htm

73 & Have Fun,
Nick K4NYW


On Mon, Feb 7, 2011 at 9:35 PM, LEE BAHR <pulsarxp at embarqmail.com> wrote:
> I am sorry, but it has not legally been determined the person who bought the
> filling cabinets of manuals actually bought the copyrights too and to which
> manuals he has copyrights to if any.
>
> It would be great if an attorney ham would make this a personal project to
> settle the arguement once and for all and challenge the claim. ?Possible
> donations could be given to help cover the cost of the challenge.
>
> Lee, w0vt
>


From navy.radio at gmail.com  Tue Feb  8 08:26:22 2011
From: navy.radio at gmail.com (Nick England)
Date: Tue, 8 Feb 2011 08:26:22 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] Heathkit manuals -- Copyright law thoroughfare,
In-Reply-To: <255382CF7F984586AC67F85FD9D9B554@LeePC>
References: <195bf.5018ab44.3a7ff7be@aol.com>
	<004d01cbc66c$dcc13bd0$2f9f480c@KB6NAX>
	<AANLkTin3akhrYC-5sN+H4WpsJqvdh667Hgq8Xjrem+Z2@mail.gmail.com>
	<255382CF7F984586AC67F85FD9D9B554@LeePC>
Message-ID: <AANLkTimq4os9u85Q9yjU9-J+56OM_yzOd_kDvGeWUByd@mail.gmail.com>

I am not an attorney, just a nut who owned about 400 Heathkits at one
point, so I followed this a little bit.
Several years ago Heath listed tons of great stuff on ebay that had
evidently been saved for a museum some day. Sigh.
Heath's ebay listing for the manuals said that the copyrights were
part of the deal. The guy who bought the package says he has the
copyrights. So it is certainly a reasonable assumption that the
copyright owner and the copyright buyer know whereof they speak.
Wouldn't you have made sure you got what you were paying for?

I do understand that people *wish* that copies were still freely
available, but legally, the manuals were never in the public domain
and the current owner is just asserting his ownership. Maybe he'll
make money at it, maybe not, but just because you *wish* he'd give
away his property doesn't mean that he will or should. Heck I *wish*
the bank would give me a million dollars but I'm not about to walk in
there and demand that they do - that would be both foolish and
immoral.

Villifying the current owner is also certainly not a good strategy to
make him more cooperative. Me, I'm thankful that someone stepped up to
the plate and saved all these manuals from the landfill.

On a happier note - how about a cheer for TMC, whose owner made all
their file drawers full of manuals available for scanning and free
distribution. And a cheer for John Poulton K4OZY who took on the
project and spent a couple of years scanning them all.
http://www.virhistory.com/tmc/tmc_pages/tmc_manuals/tmc_manual_directory.htm

73 & Have Fun,
Nick K4NYW


On Mon, Feb 7, 2011 at 9:35 PM, LEE BAHR <pulsarxp at embarqmail.com> wrote:
> I am sorry, but it has not legally been determined the person who bought the
> filling cabinets of manuals actually bought the copyrights too and to which
> manuals he has copyrights to if any.
>
> It would be great if an attorney ham would make this a personal project to
> settle the arguement once and for all and challenge the claim. ?Possible
> donations could be given to help cover the cost of the challenge.
>
> Lee, w0vt
>


From listown at nanniandjack.com  Tue Feb  8 08:53:17 2011
From: listown at nanniandjack.com (listown at nanniandjack.com)
Date: Tue, 8 Feb 2011 05:53:17 -0800 (PST)
Subject: [Boatanchors] Duplicate Posts
Message-ID: <4df6dc0a8ce9814ab652010372b38b91.squirrel@www.nanniandjack.com>

Gang-

How I dislike administrative stuff on the list...

That said, I notice that many of you are sending your posts to BOTH the
old address and the new address for the list. And, both posts get through.
Ugh!

So, in the interests of keeping the list clear of double posts, how about
we agree to only use boatanchors at theporch.com? It (obviously) works just
fine...

Thanks, and let me know how I can help,
--
73
Jack, W4KH/Mobile - - - Mailing List Archiver/Owner - - -
listown at nanniandjack.com - "Plus ca change, plus c'est la meme chose"
     "Il n'y a que les idiots qui ne changent jamais d'idee"



From 4cx250b at muohio.edu  Tue Feb  8 09:56:13 2011
From: 4cx250b at muohio.edu (Jim  Garland)
Date: Tue, 8 Feb 2011 07:56:13 -0700
Subject: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
In-Reply-To: <6C51E089E80E4718A5D2F92B32207690@DBTOA000>
References: <7E3BD68693834D7395104F7A5931A56F@JimsOffice>
	<6C51E089E80E4718A5D2F92B32207690@DBTOA000>
Message-ID: <D004C247788E4D1C96C1525BB20E4CCB@JimsOffice>

Paul,
Now that you mention it, I realize that I, too, over the years have seen
many low voltage electrolytics go bad.  I think that's a useful observation.
I also have seen numerous SMT low-voltage electrolytics from the 1990s fail.
I have a couple of Tektronix 2465B scopes (my favorite analog scope) where
I've had to replace the caps; leaky SMT caps are known to be responsible for
many failures in those scopes. The newer SMT caps seem much more reliable.

On another topic, here's a circuit design question for you (or other members
of the List): the synthesizer in the R-530 uses all discrete transistors.
There are a couple of places in the circuit where it's necessary to divide a
signal by an integer -- e.g., divide a 1MHz oscillator by two, to get a 500
kHz signal. In the 50 kHz calibrator, there's a pot whose setting divides a
signal by 9, 10, or 11.  In each case, this division is accomplished by
routing the input signal through a pot (typically 5K), then through a
small-signal diode, which charges a capacitor (typically 100pF or so), and
then into a transistor, wired as an ordinary common base amplifier. For the
life of me, I cannot figure out how this circuit works. It's a apparently a
known design trick from the 19060s that, with the advent of digital ICs, has
gone into history's dustbin.  I'd love to find somebody who can explain it
to me!
73,
Jim W8ZR

 
> Jim,
> 
> Nice work and that receiver looks gorgeous.
> 
> Saw your note concerning replacement of two 15V electrolytic caps.  From
> some reason, low-voltage electrolytic caps (usually 25V and below)
produced
> prior to the 1980s are prone to early failure.   This had become so
> pervasive, that I would avoid using electrolytic caps under 35WVDC -- no
> matter how low the working voltage.
> 
> I have seen premature failure occur dozens of times with older
electrolytic
> caps.  Then, in the 1980s, I started seeing a reversal of this trend and I
> no longer fear replacement with low-voltage electrolytic types when the
> working voltage is appropriate. Just a guess, but I suspect better
> manufacturing controls and materials must have been used, starting in the
> 1980s.
> 
> Paul, W9AC
> 
> 
> 
> ----- Original Message -----
> From: "Jim Garland" <4cx250b at muohio.edu>
> To: "'Old Tube Radios'" <boatanchors at theporch.com>
> Sent: Monday, February 07, 2011 7:30 PM
> Subject: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
> 
> 
> > Hi Gang,
> >      The Galaxy R-530 is a solid state 1967-vintage general coverage
> > receiver that was intended as a less expensive competitor to the
National
> > HRO-500 and the Collins 51S-1. When working, the R-530 is an excellent
> > performer, although it is sometimes criticized for its small tuning knob
> > and
> > rather stiff tuning.
> >      Unfortunately, most R-530s today are not working, because of
problems
> > with their frequency synthesizer, as indicated by a dreaded  "unlock"
lamp
> > on the front panel. Compounding the problem is the fact that the R-530
> > manual completely omits any alignment instructions for the syntheszer,
and
> > has no detailed circuit description for it. Adding insult to injury,
many
> > of
> > the synthesizer adjustments are buried inside a sealed enclosure, with
no
> > obvious way to take enclosure cover off. These shortcomings spoil what
> > would
> > otherwise be a very interesting and collectable receiver.
> >      This is all by way of saying that, following a week of testing and
> > experimenting with my own (defunct for over ten years) R-530, I've just
> > added a page to my website that gives comprehensive step-by-step
alignment
> > instructions for the synthesizer. Furthermore, I've discovered to my
> > surprise that the alignment procedure is quite straightforward and, even
> > better, that the synthesizer is actually very stable and not at all
> > finicky.
> > Best of all, I've learned that the reason so many R-530s won't phase
lock
> > properly is not because their alignment has drifted, but because there
are
> > two failure-prone electrolytic capacitors on the synthesizer PCBs.
Replace
> > these capacitors and you're likely to find your receiver will start
> > working
> > again, even if you don't touch the alignment.
> >      If you have an R-530, or just are interested in the radio, you can
> > read all about it at
> > http://www.w8zr.net/vintage/receivers/galaxy%20R-530.html
> >
> > Tnx and 73,
> > Jim Garland W8ZR
> >
> >
> > _______________________________________________
> > Boatanchors mailing list
> > Boatanchors at minime.theporch.com
> > https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors



From 4cx250b at muohio.edu  Tue Feb  8 10:05:29 2011
From: 4cx250b at muohio.edu (Jim  Garland)
Date: Tue, 8 Feb 2011 08:05:29 -0700
Subject: [Boatanchors] Oops!
Message-ID: <C19C5461B4ED4412B3602A6581E58A91@JimsOffice>

In my previous post, I said that the frequency divider circuit used a common
base amplifier. I should have said a common emitter amplifier.

Jim W8ZR



From w9ac at arrl.net  Tue Feb  8 10:18:26 2011
From: w9ac at arrl.net (Paul Christensen)
Date: Tue, 8 Feb 2011 10:18:26 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
References: <7E3BD68693834D7395104F7A5931A56F@JimsOffice>
	<6C51E089E80E4718A5D2F92B32207690@DBTOA000>
	<D004C247788E4D1C96C1525BB20E4CCB@JimsOffice>
Message-ID: <3D3FC8E1CF5D49B9A8C0EA457E0E8A91@DBTOA000>

Jim,

The only circuit I can think of, if I'm understanding the topology 
correctly, is a variation of an unbalanced diode mixer.  As I recall, those 
circuits will sometimes use a potentiometer to control the non-linear 
response curve of the diode.  Changes in the bias then produce various 
combinations of sum/difference frequencies for down-conversion.

Paul, W9AC

----- Original Message ----- 
From: "Jim Garland" <4cx250b at muohio.edu>
To: "'Paul Christensen'" <w9ac at arrl.net>; "'Old Tube Radios'" 
<boatanchors at theporch.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 08, 2011 9:56 AM
Subject: RE: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver


> Paul,
> Now that you mention it, I realize that I, too, over the years have seen
> many low voltage electrolytics go bad.  I think that's a useful 
> observation.
> I also have seen numerous SMT low-voltage electrolytics from the 1990s 
> fail.
> I have a couple of Tektronix 2465B scopes (my favorite analog scope) where
> I've had to replace the caps; leaky SMT caps are known to be responsible 
> for
> many failures in those scopes. The newer SMT caps seem much more reliable.
>
> On another topic, here's a circuit design question for you (or other 
> members
> of the List): the synthesizer in the R-530 uses all discrete transistors.
> There are a couple of places in the circuit where it's necessary to divide 
> a
> signal by an integer -- e.g., divide a 1MHz oscillator by two, to get a 
> 500
> kHz signal. In the 50 kHz calibrator, there's a pot whose setting divides 
> a
> signal by 9, 10, or 11.  In each case, this division is accomplished by
> routing the input signal through a pot (typically 5K), then through a
> small-signal diode, which charges a capacitor (typically 100pF or so), and
> then into a transistor, wired as an ordinary common base amplifier. For 
> the
> life of me, I cannot figure out how this circuit works. It's a apparently 
> a
> known design trick from the 19060s that, with the advent of digital ICs, 
> has
> gone into history's dustbin.  I'd love to find somebody who can explain it
> to me!
> 73,
> Jim W8ZR
>
>
>> Jim,
>>
>> Nice work and that receiver looks gorgeous.
>>
>> Saw your note concerning replacement of two 15V electrolytic caps.  From
>> some reason, low-voltage electrolytic caps (usually 25V and below)
> produced
>> prior to the 1980s are prone to early failure.   This had become so
>> pervasive, that I would avoid using electrolytic caps under 35WVDC -- no
>> matter how low the working voltage.
>>
>> I have seen premature failure occur dozens of times with older
> electrolytic
>> caps.  Then, in the 1980s, I started seeing a reversal of this trend and 
>> I
>> no longer fear replacement with low-voltage electrolytic types when the
>> working voltage is appropriate. Just a guess, but I suspect better
>> manufacturing controls and materials must have been used, starting in the
>> 1980s.
>>
>> Paul, W9AC
>>
>>
>>
>> ----- Original Message -----
>> From: "Jim Garland" <4cx250b at muohio.edu>
>> To: "'Old Tube Radios'" <boatanchors at theporch.com>
>> Sent: Monday, February 07, 2011 7:30 PM
>> Subject: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
>>
>>
>> > Hi Gang,
>> >      The Galaxy R-530 is a solid state 1967-vintage general coverage
>> > receiver that was intended as a less expensive competitor to the
> National
>> > HRO-500 and the Collins 51S-1. When working, the R-530 is an excellent
>> > performer, although it is sometimes criticized for its small tuning 
>> > knob
>> > and
>> > rather stiff tuning.
>> >      Unfortunately, most R-530s today are not working, because of
> problems
>> > with their frequency synthesizer, as indicated by a dreaded  "unlock"
> lamp
>> > on the front panel. Compounding the problem is the fact that the R-530
>> > manual completely omits any alignment instructions for the syntheszer,
> and
>> > has no detailed circuit description for it. Adding insult to injury,
> many
>> > of
>> > the synthesizer adjustments are buried inside a sealed enclosure, with
> no
>> > obvious way to take enclosure cover off. These shortcomings spoil what
>> > would
>> > otherwise be a very interesting and collectable receiver.
>> >      This is all by way of saying that, following a week of testing and
>> > experimenting with my own (defunct for over ten years) R-530, I've just
>> > added a page to my website that gives comprehensive step-by-step
> alignment
>> > instructions for the synthesizer. Furthermore, I've discovered to my
>> > surprise that the alignment procedure is quite straightforward and, 
>> > even
>> > better, that the synthesizer is actually very stable and not at all
>> > finicky.
>> > Best of all, I've learned that the reason so many R-530s won't phase
> lock
>> > properly is not because their alignment has drifted, but because there
> are
>> > two failure-prone electrolytic capacitors on the synthesizer PCBs.
> Replace
>> > these capacitors and you're likely to find your receiver will start
>> > working
>> > again, even if you don't touch the alignment.
>> >      If you have an R-530, or just are interested in the radio, you can
>> > read all about it at
>> > http://www.w8zr.net/vintage/receivers/galaxy%20R-530.html
>> >
>> > Tnx and 73,
>> > Jim Garland W8ZR
>> >
>> >
>> > _______________________________________________
>> > Boatanchors mailing list
>> > Boatanchors at minime.theporch.com
>> > https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
> 



From Scott.Freeberg at bsci.com  Tue Feb  8 10:13:13 2011
From: Scott.Freeberg at bsci.com (Freeberg, Scott (STP))
Date: Tue, 8 Feb 2011 09:13:13 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] WTB:  Millen 90711 High Impedance coupling Unit
In-Reply-To: <mailman.130.1297176988.29509.boatanchors@theporch.com>
References: <mailman.130.1297176988.29509.boatanchors@theporch.com>
Message-ID: <539FBD7BF7D3AA47A2D97B1003A5901F198C95FD9E@STPEXCMSP08.bsci.bossci.com>

 I may have found a Millen 90711 VFO to use with my 1935 GROSS CP-100 but it does not have the high impedance coupler with it.  I would like to either find a 90711 with the coupler or just the coupler if possible.    If I can't find one then I'll build one but I'd prefer an original.   73, Scott WA9WFA

From a.b.bonds at Vanderbilt.Edu  Tue Feb  8 10:30:29 2011
From: a.b.bonds at Vanderbilt.Edu (Bonds, A B)
Date: Tue, 8 Feb 2011 09:30:29 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] Oops!
In-Reply-To: <C19C5461B4ED4412B3602A6581E58A91@JimsOffice>
Message-ID: <05360D81BEC7394D935D3F2F821B0EF74722EA3C@ITS-HCWNEM03.ds.Vanderbilt.edu>

Smells like some kind of integrator.  I am guessing that the pot is a gain pot and there is some kind of thresholding device/comparator after the transistor.  The diode half-wave rectifies and the cap integrates.  In theory, however, the DC level would not be frequency dependent. Is there any kind of filtering in front of this circuit?

A. B. Bonds


>-----Original Message-----
>From: boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com 
>[mailto:boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com] On Behalf Of Jim Garland
>Sent: Tuesday, February 08, 2011 9:05 AM
>To: 'Old Tube Radios'
>Subject: [Boatanchors] Oops!
>
>In my previous post, I said that the frequency divider circuit 
>used a common base amplifier. I should have said a common 
>emitter amplifier.
>
>Jim W8ZR
>
>_______________________________________________
>Boatanchors mailing list
>Boatanchors at theporch.com
>https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
>

From navy.radio at gmail.com  Tue Feb  8 11:15:58 2011
From: navy.radio at gmail.com (Nick England)
Date: Tue, 8 Feb 2011 11:15:58 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
In-Reply-To: <3D3FC8E1CF5D49B9A8C0EA457E0E8A91@DBTOA000>
References: <7E3BD68693834D7395104F7A5931A56F@JimsOffice>
	<6C51E089E80E4718A5D2F92B32207690@DBTOA000>
	<D004C247788E4D1C96C1525BB20E4CCB@JimsOffice>
	<3D3FC8E1CF5D49B9A8C0EA457E0E8A91@DBTOA000>
Message-ID: <AANLkTi=6BSx=j-1+t7xGbCsNTyPog4Ln+rgcv1LFqUpm@mail.gmail.com>

No mixing - Look up "Phantastron" - it's a multivibrator circuit. When
the cap voltage reaches a threshold on the 10th pulse, the output
triggers and also dumps the cap for the next go-round.
Nick K4NYW

> ----- Original Message ----- From: "Jim Garland" <4cx250b at muohio.edu>
> To: "'Paul Christensen'" <w9ac at arrl.net>; "'Old Tube Radios'"
> <boatanchors at theporch.com>
> Sent: Tuesday, February 08, 2011 9:56 AM
> Subject: RE: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
>

>> On another topic, here's a circuit design question for you (or other
>> members
>> of the List): the synthesizer in the R-530 uses all discrete transistors.
>> There are a couple of places in the circuit where it's necessary to divide
>> a
>> signal by an integer -- e.g., divide a 1MHz oscillator by two, to get a
>> 500
>> kHz signal. In the 50 kHz calibrator, there's a pot whose setting divides
>> a
>> signal by 9, 10, or 11. ?In each case, this division is accomplished by
>> routing the input signal through a pot (typically 5K), then through a
>> small-signal diode, which charges a capacitor (typically 100pF or so), and
>> then into a transistor, wired as an ordinary common base amplifier. For
>> the
>> life of me, I cannot figure out how this circuit works. It's a apparently
>> a
>> known design trick from the 19060s that, with the advent of digital ICs,
>> has
>> gone into history's dustbin. ?I'd love to find somebody who can explain it
>> to me!
>> 73,
>> Jim W8ZR


From a.b.bonds at Vanderbilt.Edu  Tue Feb  8 11:28:17 2011
From: a.b.bonds at Vanderbilt.Edu (Bonds, A B)
Date: Tue, 8 Feb 2011 10:28:17 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
In-Reply-To: <AANLkTi=6BSx=j-1+t7xGbCsNTyPog4Ln+rgcv1LFqUpm@mail.gmail.com>
Message-ID: <05360D81BEC7394D935D3F2F821B0EF74722EA41@ITS-HCWNEM03.ds.Vanderbilt.edu>

So the cap is across the base and collector?  Thought it was to ground, my bad. 

A. B. Bonds

>-----Original Message-----
>From: boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com 
>[mailto:boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com] On Behalf Of Nick England
>Sent: Tuesday, February 08, 2011 10:16 AM
>To: Paul Christensen
>Cc: Old Tube Radios
>Subject: Re: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
>
>No mixing - Look up "Phantastron" - it's a multivibrator 
>circuit. When the cap voltage reaches a threshold on the 10th 
>pulse, the output triggers and also dumps the cap for the next 
>go-round.
>Nick K4NYW
>
>> ----- Original Message ----- From: "Jim Garland" <4cx250b at muohio.edu>
>> To: "'Paul Christensen'" <w9ac at arrl.net>; "'Old Tube Radios'"
>> <boatanchors at theporch.com>
>> Sent: Tuesday, February 08, 2011 9:56 AM
>> Subject: RE: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
>>
>
>>> On another topic, here's a circuit design question for you 
>(or other 
>>> members of the List): the synthesizer in the R-530 uses all 
>discrete 
>>> transistors.
>>> There are a couple of places in the circuit where it's necessary to 
>>> divide a signal by an integer -- e.g., divide a 1MHz oscillator by 
>>> two, to get a 500 kHz signal. In the 50 kHz calibrator, 
>there's a pot 
>>> whose setting divides a signal by 9, 10, or 11. ?In each case, this 
>>> division is accomplished by routing the input signal through a pot 
>>> (typically 5K), then through a small-signal diode, which charges a 
>>> capacitor (typically 100pF or so), and then into a 
>transistor, wired 
>>> as an ordinary common base amplifier. For the life of me, I cannot 
>>> figure out how this circuit works. It's a apparently a known design 
>>> trick from the 19060s that, with the advent of digital ICs, 
>has gone 
>>> into history's dustbin. ?I'd love to find somebody who can 
>explain it 
>>> to me!
>>> 73,
>>> Jim W8ZR
>_______________________________________________
>Boatanchors mailing list
>Boatanchors at theporch.com
>https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
>

From ranickel at comcast.net  Tue Feb  8 11:52:07 2011
From: ranickel at comcast.net (Robert Nickels)
Date: Tue, 08 Feb 2011 10:52:07 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
In-Reply-To: <AANLkTi=6BSx=j-1+t7xGbCsNTyPog4Ln+rgcv1LFqUpm@mail.gmail.com>
References: <7E3BD68693834D7395104F7A5931A56F@JimsOffice>	<6C51E089E80E4718A5D2F92B32207690@DBTOA000>	<D004C247788E4D1C96C1525BB20E4CCB@JimsOffice>	<3D3FC8E1CF5D49B9A8C0EA457E0E8A91@DBTOA000>
	<AANLkTi=6BSx=j-1+t7xGbCsNTyPog4Ln+rgcv1LFqUpm@mail.gmail.com>
Message-ID: <4D5174B7.9040204@comcast.net>

On 2/8/2011 10:15 AM, Nick England wrote:
> "Phantastron" - it's a multivibrator circuit

Thanks Nick, that's the term I was trying to remember.  I've got a 
really nice frequency counter made by Computer Measurements Corp. in the 
60s that I believe uses this circuit, as it all done with discrete 
transistors and components and they're not wired as flip-flops.   It 
actually works quite well up to about 2.5 mhz with a display that uses 
10 lamps per numeral to create a backlit display.

And thanks Jim for the tip on the R-530 synth.  The same failure modes 
(especially heat) affect low voltage electrolytics - I've found this to 
be a very common problem in vintage transistor radios as well.

73, Bob W9RAN


From 4cx250b at muohio.edu  Tue Feb  8 12:56:46 2011
From: 4cx250b at muohio.edu (Jim  Garland)
Date: Tue, 8 Feb 2011 10:56:46 -0700
Subject: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
In-Reply-To: <alpine.LRH.2.00.1102081010460.28997@snapper.cs.unc.edu>
References: <7E3BD68693834D7395104F7A5931A56F@JimsOffice>
	<6C51E089E80E4718A5D2F92B32207690@DBTOA000>
	<D004C247788E4D1C96C1525BB20E4CCB@JimsOffice>
	<alpine.LRH.2.00.1102081010460.28997@snapper.cs.unc.edu>
Message-ID: <C5776E6CF4264EEE9682BF69A8B7FDC2@JimsOffice>

Hi John,
I think you've nailed it exactly. In the R-530 synthesizer, the fundamental
signal from an oscillator goes through a series-connected pot and diode,
then to a capacitor, which is connected to the base of a single stage
amplifer.  The pot adjusts the current through the diode, which on each
positive cycle pumps charge onto the capacitor. After several cycles, the
charge builds up the voltage on the capacitor enough to cause the transistor
to conduct and draw base current. This rapidly discharges the capacitor and
the process starts over again. The division is determined by the number of
cycles required to charge the capacitor.  Very clever and efficient design
which, as you noted, was originally developed for vacuum tubes in the 1930s.
According to Wikipedia, it was called the "phantastron," because it was such
a "phantastic" idea, and it was widely used in early scopes, frequency
counters, radar sets and music synthesizers. The transistorized version is
called the "phantastran." Mystery solved!  I think I'll check out the PLL
synthesizer in the HRO-500 to see if National used the same trick. The
HRO-500 synthesizer is basically the same as that in the R-530, though the
conversion frequencies are different. Thanks!
73,
Jim W8ZR

> -----Original Message-----
> From: John Poulton [mailto:jp at cs.unc.edu]
> Sent: Tuesday, February 08, 2011 8:20 AM
> To: 4CX250B
> Subject: Re: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
> 
> Jim,
> 
> Wonder if this is the transistorized version of the "phantastron"?
> The principal of this circuit (which is used out the wazoo in the TMC
> DDR-5 synthesized receiver.. all tubes), is:  Each input pulse puts a
> dollop of charge onto a capacitor.  When the voltage on the cap reaches
> the threshold of an amplifier, initially biased 'way into cutoff, the
> amp abruptly goes into conduction, and is connected in such a way as
> to discharge the capacitor, ready for another cycle of operation.  Cheap
> way to divide by a large integer, usually 10, but anything you like,
> typically adjustable as in your circuit.
> 
> Phantastrons can operate in a variety of modes, including the
"monotstable"
> mode--they were evidently used as sweep generators on early scopes.  Try
> googling "phantastron divider", and you'll get a bunch of hits..
> 
> 73, John K4OZY
> 
> 
> On Tue, 8 Feb 2011, Jim  Garland wrote:
> 
> > On another topic, here's a circuit design question for you (or other
members
> > of the List): the synthesizer in the R-530 uses all discrete
transistors.
> > There are a couple of places in the circuit where it's necessary to
divide a
> > signal by an integer -- e.g., divide a 1MHz oscillator by two, to get a
500
> > kHz signal. In the 50 kHz calibrator, there's a pot whose setting
divides a
> > signal by 9, 10, or 11.  In each case, this division is accomplished by
> > routing the input signal through a pot (typically 5K), then through a
> > small-signal diode, which charges a capacitor (typically 100pF or so),
and
> > then into a transistor, wired as an ordinary common base amplifier. For
the
> > life of me, I cannot figure out how this circuit works. It's a
apparently a
> > known design trick from the 19060s that, with the advent of digital ICs,
has
> > gone into history's dustbin.  I'd love to find somebody who can explain
it
> > to me!
> > 73,
> > Jim W8ZR
> >



From 4cx250b at muohio.edu  Tue Feb  8 13:10:09 2011
From: 4cx250b at muohio.edu (Jim  Garland)
Date: Tue, 8 Feb 2011 11:10:09 -0700
Subject: [Boatanchors] R-530 Synthesizer Clarification
Message-ID: <814BE9B1245A459B8EB8181592E75D56@JimsOffice>

I just realized my description of the frequency division circuit isn't very
clear. I'll try again.  Start with an ordinary common emitter amplifier,
with no bias resistors on the transistor base. Instead there is a capacitor
between the base and ground. Charge is fed to the capacitor from the output
of an oscillator through a series connected pot and  diode. The frequency
division is accomplished with only these three components, with the pot
setting determining the division number. Whoever thought of doing this
should win a prize, IMHO!
73,
Jim W8ZR   



From navy.radio at gmail.com  Tue Feb  8 13:45:30 2011
From: navy.radio at gmail.com (Nick England)
Date: Tue, 8 Feb 2011 13:45:30 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] BA repair in Atlanta?
Message-ID: <AANLkTingF00CWTDT4KEAoCx7k-YVygyXiVxhWRh6FE2W@mail.gmail.com>

Anyone know of a person who can help fix some gear in Atlanta? Reply
direct to goifguy at live.com - I'm just passing along the message.
Nick K4NYW

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Bill Frampton <goifguy at live.com>
Date: Tue, Feb 8, 2011 at 3:41 AM
Subject: Antique ham radio equipment
To: nick at virhistory.com

?Dear Sir :
?????My name?is Bill Frampton. I have recently came across a?bunch of
antique electrical and?Ham radio equipment. For instance I have an
APACHE TX-1 ham radio that my father in law had built in 1958. I have
done a little research and found that this was the 1st year that this
model was available. Unfortunately?I am one of those people who know
just enough about electrical equipment to get myself in trouble.

While I was checking it out I think I burnt up?a transformer.? I also
have the manual for this unit and the correspondence letters that go
along with this unit. I was wondering if by any chance you would know
of someone in Georgia who repairs this type of equipment. ?I am
located about?60 miles?south of Atlanta.? As I stated before I have a
bunch of this equipment. If you could call me or email me back I will
see what I can do to get the info off the other equipment. My phone
number is 706-402-6302. I am anxiously waiting for your reply. Thank
you for taking time to read this letter. God Bless you.



????????????????????????????? ?Sincerely.
  Bill Frampton


From brian.goldsmith at echo1.com.au  Tue Feb  8 13:56:26 2011
From: brian.goldsmith at echo1.com.au (Brian Goldsmith)
Date: Wed, 9 Feb 2011 05:56:26 +1100
Subject: [Boatanchors] Duplicate Posts
In-Reply-To: <4df6dc0a8ce9814ab652010372b38b91.squirrel@www.nanniandjack.com>
References: <4df6dc0a8ce9814ab652010372b38b91.squirrel@www.nanniandjack.com>
Message-ID: <004701cbc7c1$e3500980$a9f01c80$@goldsmith@echo1.com.au>



-----Original Message-----
From: listown at nanniandjack.com

That said, I notice that many of you are sending your posts to BOTH the
old address and the new address for the list. And, both posts get through.
Ugh!

So, in the interests of keeping the list clear of double posts, how about
we agree to only use boatanchors at theporch.com? It (obviously) works just
fine...


****I'm confused,I believed the old address was finished and I changed my
address book to incorporate the new address.Are you requesting that we
revert to the old address ?

Brian G.



From wb0eq at yahoo.com  Tue Feb  8 15:57:41 2011
From: wb0eq at yahoo.com (John Sehring)
Date: Tue, 8 Feb 2011 12:57:41 -0800 (PST)
Subject: [Boatanchors] Phantastron/phantastran
Message-ID: <373558.61603.qm@web45615.mail.sp1.yahoo.com>

One again, I am deeply amazed at the depth of knowledge & willingness to share it here on BA.

I too wondered what the phantastron was.  Now I know.

Thanks!

--John WB0EQ/VE6




From jerry7proc at yahoo.com  Tue Feb  8 16:53:23 2011
From: jerry7proc at yahoo.com (Jerry Proc)
Date: Tue, 8 Feb 2011 13:53:23 -0800 (PST)
Subject: [Boatanchors] Duplicate Posts
Message-ID: <586671.21377.qm@web112316.mail.gq1.yahoo.com>

Hello Jack,

Suddenly I am reading mail about two different addresses for the list reflector. Was this announced and did I miss it somehow? 



--
Regards,
Jerry Proc
E-mail: jerry7proc at yahoo.com


--- On Tue, 2/8/11, Brian Goldsmith <brian.goldsmith at echo1.com.au> wrote:

> From: Brian Goldsmith <brian.goldsmith at echo1.com.au>
> Subject: Re: [Boatanchors] Duplicate Posts
> To: boatanchors at minime.theporch.com
> Received: Tuesday, February 8, 2011, 1:56 PM
> 
> 
> -----Original Message-----
> From: listown at nanniandjack.com
> 
> That said, I notice that many of you are sending your posts
> to BOTH the
> old address and the new address for the list. And, both
> posts get through.
> Ugh!
> 
> So, in the interests of keeping the list clear of double
> posts, how about
> we agree to only use boatanchors at theporch.com?
> It (obviously) works just
> fine...
> 
> 
> ****I'm confused,I believed the old address was finished
> and I changed my
> address book to incorporate the new address.Are you
> requesting that we
> revert to the old address ?
> 
> Brian G.
> 
> _______________________________________________
> Boatanchors mailing list
> Boatanchors at theporch.com
> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
> 





From vilgotch at bigpond.net.au  Tue Feb  8 17:59:51 2011
From: vilgotch at bigpond.net.au (Morris Odell)
Date: Wed, 9 Feb 2011 09:59:51 +1100
Subject: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
In-Reply-To: <C5776E6CF4264EEE9682BF69A8B7FDC2@JimsOffice>
References: <7E3BD68693834D7395104F7A5931A56F@JimsOffice>	<6C51E089E80E4718A5D2F92B32207690@DBTOA000>	<D004C247788E4D1C96C1525BB20E4CCB@JimsOffice>	<alpine.LRH.2.00.1102081010460.28997@snapper.cs.unc.edu>
	<C5776E6CF4264EEE9682BF69A8B7FDC2@JimsOffice>
Message-ID: <000d01cbc7e3$e4951430$adbf3c90$@net.au>

Hi all,

What you are describing is a charge pump. The charge on the cap builds up
with successive cycles until it gets to the transistor turn-on voltage and
then discharges. It's neat but rather inelegant I think as it depends on the
turn-on point of the transistor which is subject to all sorts of variables
including temperature and manufacturing tolerances etc. If it's not designed
properly and the time constants and transistor parameters are wrong it won't
oscillate. What you are describing is not really a Phantastron.

The Phantastron is a one tube sawtooth generator using a Miller type
integrator, like those found in oscilloscope timebases. It needs a special
tube such as a 6AS6 or 6AS7 where the suppressor can control the plate
current strongly if the screen voltage falls below its potential. Input
negative going pulses are coupled into the suppressor using a vacuum diode.
A pulse starts the cycle which is set to run at near the desired output
frequency. Input pulses don't affect it while the cycle is going because the
screen has control. Once the cycle is over it becomes susceptible to a pulse
again and triggers during a "window" period. 

Phantastrons were developed during WW2 for Radar and were indeed thought to
be "Phantastic". HP used them for frequency division in their boatanchor 524
series countersauruses. There's a design of mine floating around the web
somewhere for a phantastron timebase that produces 1 Hz pulses for a nixie
clock.

73, Morris VK3DOC





> -----Original Message-----
> From: boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com [mailto:boatanchors-
> bounces at theporch.com] On Behalf Of Jim Garland
> Sent: Wednesday, 9 February 2011 4:57 AM
> To: 'John Poulton'; 'Old Tube Radios'
> Subject: Re: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
> 
> Hi John,
> I think you've nailed it exactly. In the R-530 synthesizer, the
> fundamental
> signal from an oscillator goes through a series-connected pot and
> diode,
> then to a capacitor, which is connected to the base of a single stage
> amplifer.  The pot adjusts the current through the diode, which on each
> positive cycle pumps charge onto the capacitor. After several cycles,
> the
> charge builds up the voltage on the capacitor enough to cause the
> transistor
> to conduct and draw base current. This rapidly discharges the capacitor
> and
> the process starts over again. The division is determined by the number
> of
> cycles required to charge the capacitor.  Very clever and efficient
> design
> which, as you noted, was originally developed for vacuum tubes in the
> 1930s.
> According to Wikipedia, it was called the "phantastron," because it was
> such
> a "phantastic" idea, and it was widely used in early scopes, frequency
> counters, radar sets and music synthesizers. The transistorized version
> is
> called the "phantastran." Mystery solved!  I think I'll check out the
> PLL
> synthesizer in the HRO-500 to see if National used the same trick. The
> HRO-500 synthesizer is basically the same as that in the R-530, though
> the
> conversion frequencies are different. Thanks!
> 73,
> Jim W8ZR
> 
> > -----Original Message-----
> > From: John Poulton [mailto:jp at cs.unc.edu]
> > Sent: Tuesday, February 08, 2011 8:20 AM
> > To: 4CX250B
> > Subject: Re: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
> >
> > Jim,
> >
> > Wonder if this is the transistorized version of the "phantastron"?
> > The principal of this circuit (which is used out the wazoo in the TMC
> > DDR-5 synthesized receiver.. all tubes), is:  Each input pulse puts a
> > dollop of charge onto a capacitor.  When the voltage on the cap
> reaches
> > the threshold of an amplifier, initially biased 'way into cutoff, the
> > amp abruptly goes into conduction, and is connected in such a way as
> > to discharge the capacitor, ready for another cycle of operation.
> Cheap
> > way to divide by a large integer, usually 10, but anything you like,
> > typically adjustable as in your circuit.
> >
> > Phantastrons can operate in a variety of modes, including the
> "monotstable"
> > mode--they were evidently used as sweep generators on early scopes.
> Try
> > googling "phantastron divider", and you'll get a bunch of hits..
> >
> > 73, John K4OZY
> >
> >
> > On Tue, 8 Feb 2011, Jim  Garland wrote:
> >
> > > On another topic, here's a circuit design question for you (or
> other
> members
> > > of the List): the synthesizer in the R-530 uses all discrete
> transistors.
> > > There are a couple of places in the circuit where it's necessary to
> divide a
> > > signal by an integer -- e.g., divide a 1MHz oscillator by two, to
> get a
> 500
> > > kHz signal. In the 50 kHz calibrator, there's a pot whose setting
> divides a
> > > signal by 9, 10, or 11.  In each case, this division is
> accomplished by
> > > routing the input signal through a pot (typically 5K), then through
> a
> > > small-signal diode, which charges a capacitor (typically 100pF or
> so),
> and
> > > then into a transistor, wired as an ordinary common base amplifier.
> For
> the
> > > life of me, I cannot figure out how this circuit works. It's a
> apparently a
> > > known design trick from the 19060s that, with the advent of digital
> ICs,
> has
> > > gone into history's dustbin.  I'd love to find somebody who can
> explain
> it
> > > to me!
> > > 73,
> > > Jim W8ZR
> > >
> 
> _______________________________________________
> Boatanchors mailing list
> Boatanchors at theporch.com
> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors



From gumbear at pacbell.net  Tue Feb  8 15:47:07 2011
From: gumbear at pacbell.net (Arden Allen)
Date: Tue, 8 Feb 2011 12:47:07 -0800
Subject: [Boatanchors] Galaxy R-530 Synthesized Receiver
References: <7E3BD68693834D7395104F7A5931A56F@JimsOffice><6C51E089E80E4718A5D2F92B32207690@DBTOA000>
	<D004C247788E4D1C96C1525BB20E4CCB@JimsOffice>
Message-ID: <007401cbc7d1$65ddad30$c29d480c@KB6NAX>

> .......On another topic, here's a circuit design question for you (or
other members
of the List): the synthesizer in the R-530 uses all discrete transistors.
There are a couple of places in the circuit where it's necessary to divide a
signal by an integer -- e.g., divide a 1MHz oscillator by two, to get a 500
kHz signal. In the 50 kHz calibrator, there's a pot whose setting divides a
signal by 9, 10, or 11.  In each case, this division is accomplished by
routing the input signal through a pot (typically 5K), then through a
small-signal diode, which charges a capacitor (typically 100pF or so), and
then into a transistor, wired as an ordinary common base amplifier. For the
life of me, I cannot figure out how this circuit works. It's a apparently a
known design trick from the 19060s that, with the advent of digital ICs, has
gone into history's dustbin.

Sounds to me a UJT (unijunction transistor) oscillator.  It sort of
"hiccups" when the controlling signal gets to a certain level and then
resets the capacitor.  The pot allows you to adjust the time constant to get
the correct division ratio.  Very much like a thyratron sawtooth
generator used in early oscilloscopes.  UJT's fell into disuse as the
new "class" of engineers couldn't count in decimals having only two fingers
for herding mice.

Arden Allen
KB6NAX



From knjhanlon at msn.com  Wed Feb  9 19:00:43 2011
From: knjhanlon at msn.com (JAMES HANLON)
Date: Wed, 9 Feb 2011 17:00:43 -0700
Subject: [Boatanchors] W1HRX on the CX and the AWA AM QSO Party
Message-ID: <SNT106-DS23085229135F619E800644A0EC0@phx.gbl>

Y'all,

I've just been tuning up my National NTX-30 transmitter and NSM modulator for the AM portion of the Classic Exchange on Sunday, February 13 and for the AWA AM QSO Party on Saturday/Sunday, February 19 and 20.  The NTX-30 is a special rig.  According to Bill Fizette, W2DGB, who passed it along to me, "The transmitter was originally owned by O. Eugene Sims, the personal assistant to James Millen at both the National Company and at the James Millen Company.  It was acquired by collector John Nagle, and then in turn by Wm Fizette, then K3AJW (later W3DGB)."  

I have the NTX-30 running on 20, 40, and 80 meters at this point.  I just plugged a "new" (actually well used) 6L6 into the 20 meter doubler socket and tweaked the doubler tank tuning, and I'm getting 24 watts of well-modulated AM signal out on 20 meters.  When I drive my Heath SB-200 with the NTX-30, I get about 130 watts of carrier out on 20.  On 40 and 80, I'm getting nearly 200 watts of carrier out with the help of the SB-200.  So I should have a decent AM signal on from New Mexico for both contests.  

I will be signing my own call, W8KGI, for the Classic Exchange, and the James Millen Society club call, W1HRX for the AWA party.  W1HRX will be the "Southwestern Flagship Station" for the AWA.  And of course it is Jim Millen's old call.

Please try to work me during the CX and the AWA AM QSO Party.  I have plenty of QSL cards, both W8KGI and W1HRX, for anyone who would like one.  I currently plan to be around 14286 on 20, around 7290 on 40, and around 3880 on 75.  

Thanks, 73, and hope to see you on the air,

Jim Hanlon, W8KGI

From kd5byb at kd5byb.net  Thu Feb 10 12:03:22 2011
From: kd5byb at kd5byb.net (Ben Hall)
Date: Thu, 10 Feb 2011 11:03:22 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] BC-348-N Success!
Message-ID: <4D541A5A.704@kd5byb.net>

Good morning all,

Got the day off from work due to bad weather - roads this morning were 
sheets of ice.  After nearly wrecking my truck three times, I hit the 
easy button and went home.  A little later, I got an e-mail from work 
indicating that they were closing.

So I turned to the BC-348-N.  A little recap - this is one of three 
BC-348's I bought at the Huntsville Hamfest in August.  I've written 
about getting the -P running earlier, as it was pretty much complete. 
The N was missing the OSC module, tuning cap, and shield for underneath 
the 1st IF.  The last one, a Q, was nothing more than a shell, but it 
did have a tuning cap.

Got a replacement OSC module here on the list, swapped the tuning cap in 
from the gutted Q, and made a replacement shield out of a piece of 
computer case sheet metal.  I ended up replacing all but 5 resistors as 
they were all 30 to 40% out of tolerance.  Interestingly, only a few 
caps were bad and replaced.  Some of the other parts that remained on 
the Q were sent to a list member for his BC-348.

Installed tubes and fired up the N this morning.  Confirmed that the 
audio amp was working and confirmed that the IF sections were working, 
albeit poorly.  An IF alignment cured that.

At this point, I was receiving SWBC stations on a 4' piece of wire 
inside the house.  I was pretty well pleased at this point!

So I turned everything off and repositioned the set so I could do the RF 
alignment.  Turned the set back on, and it was dead.  Filament draw was 
proper as was B+ draw.  Quickly confirmed that the problem was in the IF 
and it turned out that the VT-116 (6SJ7) had died.  While the filament 
was still good, it had ZERO emission.  First time I've ever seen that! 
In went a new one and I was back in business.

Touched up the RF alignment with the only problem being that I couldn't 
get the oscillator aligned at 13.0 MHz - best I could do was 13.1 MHz. 
I probably need to get back into the OSC module and see if there is a 
bad cap or something causing that.

I did notice that the calibration is still a bit off - WWV comes in loud 
and clear when the dial indicates 14.9 MHz, but then again, I hope I'm 
only 0.1 MHz off when I turn 65 years.  ;)

The next thing to do will be to install the dynamotor substitute made 
from sheet aluminum and a DM-36 dynamotor from Fair Radio.

thanks much and 73,
ben, kd5byb


From arc5 at ix.netcom.com  Thu Feb 10 18:46:38 2011
From: arc5 at ix.netcom.com (David Stinson)
Date: Thu, 10 Feb 2011 17:46:38 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] Ham Radio Estate Sale Tomorrow- Dallas
Message-ID: <5A377962DA814299A117FAB66435F870@DaddyPC>

There's an estate sale in Dallas tomorrow with a world of 
collectable stuff, including some interesting ham equipment.  
The doors open at 10 AM, but
a crowd will form much earlier ( 9 at least) 
so put on a jacket and bring yourself some coffee.  
The gear looks very clean but is stacked in a closet so is untested:

Collins 75A-2 receiver in a black-wrinkle, vertical "stacking" case
that looks like it was designed to have the transmitter on top and 
the receiver on the bottom.  Looks factory to me.

Johnson matchbox (small one) that's had the cover pulled off.
The cover and all the knobs are present.  Very clean.

Johnson Adventurer- nice but no case screws.

Viking external VFO.

Heathkit "Twoer"

Heathkit HW-16

Hammarlund HQ-110 with speaker. 
Speaker is missing logo.

Globe Scout 680A transmitter.

Kenwood TS-820S with speaker and microphone.

There's also a whole bunch of test equipment and parts 
that will probably go cheap.

Here's a map to the location:

http://tinyurl.com/4oeym7g


From arc5 at ix.netcom.com  Thu Feb 10 19:40:01 2011
From: arc5 at ix.netcom.com (David Stinson)
Date: Thu, 10 Feb 2011 18:40:01 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] Ham Radio Estate Sale Tomorrow- Dallas
In-Reply-To: <5A377962DA814299A117FAB66435F870@DaddyPC>
References: <5A377962DA814299A117FAB66435F870@DaddyPC>
Message-ID: <916A428B15AF43FDA0BDD3EB88FD9D6F@DaddyPC>

P.S. Forgot- the sale is tomorrow (Friday 11th) and Saturday 12th.
Prices seem about average.



From arc5 at ix.netcom.com  Thu Feb 10 21:13:25 2011
From: arc5 at ix.netcom.com (David Stinson)
Date: Thu, 10 Feb 2011 20:13:25 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] Ham Radio Estate Sale Tomorrow- Dallas
In-Reply-To: <5A377962DA814299A117FAB66435F870@DaddyPC>
References: <5A377962DA814299A117FAB66435F870@DaddyPC>
Message-ID: <F10B8ECBB1204833A7D54FB12F87586A@DaddyPC>

I took a closer look at the photo I took of the 75A-2 and it has the case.
The "stack" was just a trick of  the light.


From arc5 at ix.netcom.com  Fri Feb 11 07:47:00 2011
From: arc5 at ix.netcom.com (David Stinson)
Date: Fri, 11 Feb 2011 06:47:00 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] New Bunch of Connectors
Message-ID: <08A33137157E4CAF9E342AA7FF21F3C5@DaddyPC>

Steve's got a new bunch of connectors up, 
including some pretty scarce ones.

http://shop.ebay.com/kb4dmf/m.html?_

No dog in the fight; I'm just a really happy customer
and everyone needs connectors.




From jerry7proc at yahoo.com  Fri Feb 11 12:04:58 2011
From: jerry7proc at yahoo.com (Jerry Proc)
Date: Fri, 11 Feb 2011 09:04:58 -0800 (PST)
Subject: [Boatanchors] BC-348-N Success!
In-Reply-To: <4D541A5A.704@kd5byb.net>
Message-ID: <115093.51334.qm@web112308.mail.gq1.yahoo.com>

Speaking of a BC-348, there is a Russian US-9 receiver for sale on E-bay.
It is a BC-348 clone and it's in mint condition. Definitely worthy of a look. 

http://cgi.ebay.com/ws/eBayISAPI.dll?ViewItem&item=130484740847&ssPageName=STRK:MEWAX:IT 

 
--
Regards,
Jerry Proc
E-mail: jerry7proc at yahoo.com


--- On Thu, 2/10/11, Ben Hall <kd5byb at kd5byb.net> wrote:
 
> So I turned to the BC-348-N.? > 




From jerry7proc at yahoo.com  Fri Feb 11 12:14:36 2011
From: jerry7proc at yahoo.com (Jerry Proc)
Date: Fri, 11 Feb 2011 09:14:36 -0800 (PST)
Subject: [Boatanchors] BC-348-N Success!
In-Reply-To: <115093.51334.qm@web112308.mail.gq1.yahoo.com>
Message-ID: <691433.35299.qm@web112306.mail.gq1.yahoo.com>

Clarification to my last e-mail.

The US-9 radio is probably something provided by the US to the Russians under Lend-Lease vs it being a straight copy manufactured by the Russians.


--
Regards,
Jerry Proc
E-mail: jerry7proc at yahoo.com


--- On Fri, 2/11/11, Jerry Proc <jerry7proc at yahoo.com> wrote:

> From: Jerry Proc <jerry7proc at yahoo.com>
> Subject: Re: [Boatanchors] BC-348-N Success!
> To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors at theporch.com>
> Received: Friday, February 11, 2011, 12:04 PM
> Speaking of a BC-348, there is a
> Russian US-9 receiver for sale on E-bay.
> It is a BC-348 clone and it's in mint condition. Definitely
> worthy of a look. 
> 
> http://cgi.ebay.com/ws/eBayISAPI.dll?ViewItem&item=130484740847&ssPageName=STRK:MEWAX:IT
> 
> 
>  
> --
> Regards,
> Jerry Proc
> E-mail: jerry7proc at yahoo.com
> 
> 
> --- On Thu, 2/10/11, Ben Hall <kd5byb at kd5byb.net>
> wrote:
>  
> > So I turned to the BC-348-N.? > 
> 
> 
> _______________________________________________
> Boatanchors mailing list
> Boatanchors at theporch.com
> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
> 




From wf2u at ws19ops.com  Fri Feb 11 20:42:58 2011
From: wf2u at ws19ops.com (Meir WF2U)
Date: Fri, 11 Feb 2011 20:42:58 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] BC-348-N Success!
In-Reply-To: <691433.35299.qm@web112306.mail.gq1.yahoo.com>
References: <115093.51334.qm@web112308.mail.gq1.yahoo.com>
	<691433.35299.qm@web112306.mail.gq1.yahoo.com>
Message-ID: <FD3C5BD6211C40BF81250C1658AE0DC3@MBDCONSULTING.LOCAL>

Jerry,

 

The USSR may have received a few BC-348's and ART-13's, but the US-9 was
manufactured in the USSR. They're definitely based on the BC-348 but the
Soviets modified a number of details which are actually

improvements on the original receiver: instead of the neon bulb voltage
regulator in the BC-348  there is a real VR tube in the US-9; the  primary
fuse on the 28 VDC feed in the BC-348 is on the chassis, inside the
receiver, 

and a blown fuse change necessitates removing the receiver from its case. In
the US-9 the fuse is on the front panel in a fuse holder near the dial light
dimmer - the fuse is replaceable without removing the receiver from the
case.
The knobs are plastic in the US-9, (aluminum in the BC-348) and in the later
production runs - there are records that the US-9 was manufactured until at
least 1977 - the tuning knob
is a 2 speed concentric reduction drive. The dynamotor in the US-9 has a
plug on the bottom to mate the socket on the chassis for electrical
connections. The BC-348 dynamotor has a terminal strip with screws. In later
production US-9 they also used "plug and play" solid-state inverter supplies
in place of the dynamotors -  they're interchangeable. The US-9 has one
US-style headset jack for the PL-55 type plug, but it also has the usual
Russian/European style dual banana-jack for the standard Russian military
headset plug.

Construction is really high quality on these radios. For example my 1967
manufactured US-9 receiver components (caps and resistors) look modern for
the period, and the wiring is much neater than in the BC-348 (and Teflon or
similar material covered). According to a label inside my US-9, it was
retubed in 1982,
and the tubes all have 1982 manufacturing dates on them.

 

 

73, Meir WF2U

Landrum, SC

  _____  

From: boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com
[mailto:boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com] On Behalf Of Jerry Proc
Sent: Friday, February 11, 2011 12:15 PM
To: Old Tube Radios
Subject: Re: [Boatanchors] BC-348-N Success!

 

Clarification to my last e-mail.

The US-9 radio is probably something provided by the US to the Russians
under Lend-Lease vs it being a straight copy manufactured by the Russians.


--
Regards,
Jerry Proc
E-mail: jerry7proc at yahoo.com







From wf2u at ws19ops.com  Fri Feb 11 20:42:58 2011
From: wf2u at ws19ops.com (Meir WF2U)
Date: Fri, 11 Feb 2011 20:42:58 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] BC-348-N Success!
In-Reply-To: <115093.51334.qm@web112308.mail.gq1.yahoo.com>
References: <4D541A5A.704@kd5byb.net>
	<115093.51334.qm@web112308.mail.gq1.yahoo.com>
Message-ID: <193E8ACCF00E4C798437AA2FFE764D99@MBDCONSULTING.LOCAL>

Jerry,

 

Sorry but I wouldn't call that poor US-9 receiver on eBay "mint". Sadly,
it's evident that it was "hammified". The dynamotor is missing, and a
homebrew AC supply is sitting where the dynamotor should have been. The
front panel primary 28 V fuse next to the dial light dimmer is gone, and
there is a pilot like instead. Looks like the pilot light is smaller than
the original fuse holder, so a large round washer was put under the pilot
light. At least it's painted black to match the front panel. Also, there is
a toggle switch that was placed to the right of the pilot light, (and, of
course, the front panel had to be drilled out for this purpose) most likely
the AC On-Off switch. The original spring-loaded antenna post is missing,
and there is a BNC connector is installed there.  Lastly,  I see that a
carrying handle was installed on the top of the case - adding several
extraneous  holes to the receiver ;-(   .

All in all, the receiver suffered the same fate as many BC-348 receivers
did.  With some work - sheet metal and paint - , it's restorable to good
condition looking like it wasn't hacked. Since original dynamotors for the
US-9 are scarce - especially in North America :-) , a BC-348 dynamotor could
be fitted in there with minor "massaging" of the dyno mounting plate.

 

73, Meir WF2U

Landrum, SC

  _____  

From: boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com
[mailto:boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com] On Behalf Of Jerry Proc
Sent: Friday, February 11, 2011 12:05 PM
To: Old Tube Radios
Subject: Re: [Boatanchors] BC-348-N Success!

 

Speaking of a BC-348, there is a Russian US-9 receiver for sale on E-bay.
It is a BC-348 clone and it's in mint condition. Definitely worthy of a
look.

http://cgi.ebay.com/ws/eBayISAPI.dll?ViewItem
<http://cgi.ebay.com/ws/eBayISAPI.dll?ViewItem&item=130484740847&ssPageName=
STRK:MEWAX:IT> &item=130484740847&ssPageName=STRK:MEWAX:IT


--
Regards,
Jerry Proc
E-mail: jerry7proc at yahoo.com


--- On Thu, 2/10/11, Ben Hall <kd5byb at kd5byb.net> wrote:

> So I turned to the BC-348-N.  >


_______________________________________________
Boatanchors mailing list
Boatanchors at theporch.com
https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors

  _____  

No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3435 - Release Date: 02/10/11



From w7qho at aol.com  Fri Feb 11 21:03:08 2011
From: w7qho at aol.com (mac)
Date: Fri, 11 Feb 2011 18:03:08 -0800
Subject: [Boatanchors] BC-348-N Success!
In-Reply-To: <193E8ACCF00E4C798437AA2FFE764D99@MBDCONSULTING.LOCAL>
References: <4D541A5A.704@kd5byb.net>
	<115093.51334.qm@web112308.mail.gq1.yahoo.com>
	<193E8ACCF00E4C798437AA2FFE764D99@MBDCONSULTING.LOCAL>
Message-ID: <5C66BF9C-67B1-4264-A7B6-582E373A9D50@aol.com>

Hmmm....  Wonder where the "hammification" was done, here or back in  
the Old Country.  If the latter, wonder if they engage in the kind of  
preserve vs. mutilate debates that occur periodically on this  
side?   :^)

Dennis D. W7QHO
Glendale, CA

***************

On Feb 11, 2011, at 5:42 PM, Meir WF2U wrote (in part):

> Jerry,
>
>
>
> Sorry but I wouldn't call that poor US-9 receiver on eBay "mint".  
> Sadly,
> it's evident that it was "hammified". The dynamotor is missing, and a
> homebrew AC supply is sitting where the dynamotor should have been.  
> The
> front panel primary 28 V fuse next to the dial light dimmer is  
> gone,  etc., etc........



From wf2u at ws19ops.com  Fri Feb 11 21:08:25 2011
From: wf2u at ws19ops.com (Meir WF2U)
Date: Fri, 11 Feb 2011 21:08:25 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] BC-348-N Success!
In-Reply-To: <5C66BF9C-67B1-4264-A7B6-582E373A9D50@aol.com>
References: <4D541A5A.704@kd5byb.net>
	<115093.51334.qm@web112308.mail.gq1.yahoo.com>
	<193E8ACCF00E4C798437AA2FFE764D99@MBDCONSULTING.LOCAL>
	<5C66BF9C-67B1-4264-A7B6-582E373A9D50@aol.com>
Message-ID: <2EC96F8B98A04ED58D48BA3C9637FA06@MBDCONSULTING.LOCAL>

Dennis,

 

It must have been done in good old Russia, as the seller wrote in his sales
spiel - which is full of nonsense otherwise - that he has to pick it up in
Moscow when he travels there.

 

73, Meir WF2U

 

  _____  

From: mac [mailto:w7qho at aol.com] 
Sent: Friday, February 11, 2011 9:03 PM
To: Meir WF2U
Cc: 'Jerry Proc'; 'Old Tube Radios'
Subject: Re: [Boatanchors] BC-348-N Success!

 

Hmmm....  Wonder where the "hammification" was done, here or back in 
the Old Country.  If the latter, wonder if they engage in the kind of 
preserve vs. mutilate debates that occur periodically on this 
side?   :^)

Dennis D. W7QHO
Glendale, CA

***************

On Feb 11, 2011, at 5:42 PM, Meir WF2U wrote (in part):

> Jerry,
>
>
>
> Sorry but I wouldn't call that poor US-9 receiver on eBay "mint". 
> Sadly,
> it's evident that it was "hammified". The dynamotor is missing, and a
> homebrew AC supply is sitting where the dynamotor should have been. 
> The
> front panel primary 28 V fuse next to the dial light dimmer is 
> gone,  etc., etc........

  _____  

No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3435 - Release Date: 02/10/11



From gumbear at pacbell.net  Fri Feb 11 22:31:39 2011
From: gumbear at pacbell.net (Arden Allen)
Date: Fri, 11 Feb 2011 19:31:39 -0800
Subject: [Boatanchors] BC-348-N Success!
References: <4D541A5A.704@kd5byb.net><115093.51334.qm@web112308.mail.gq1.yahoo.com><193E8ACCF00E4C798437AA2FFE764D99@MBDCONSULTING.LOCAL><5C66BF9C-67B1-4264-A7B6-582E373A9D50@aol.com>
	<2EC96F8B98A04ED58D48BA3C9637FA06@MBDCONSULTING.LOCAL>
Message-ID: <002901cbca65$a3991f60$1f9e480c@KB6NAX>

Now I don't want to start a fight over how "mint" a "mint" radio is.  But my
memory tells me that back in the days when you could get like-new military
surplus radios for a song hams, upcoming hams and wannabees like me thought
the local Army-Navy store was King Solomon's Mine.  Pracitcally every QST,
CQ and 73 had modification aricles to make radios more ham band friendly and
make no mistake about it anyone who got thier solding iron into a surplus
radio was on his way to a rewarding career in electronics or at least a life
long hobby in ham radio, swl'ing, etc.  So I'd like to see some more
comments regarding how modified rigs benefited or suffered from their mods.
Were they magazine article clones, basement genius creations, failed
attempts to rewrite the laws of physics, or Primitive Pete monstrosities?

Arden Allen
KB6NAX

Adopt a shelter dog,
save an innocent life,
and make a friend forever =:-)



From wa9jml at tbc.net  Fri Feb 11 23:19:36 2011
From: wa9jml at tbc.net (Steve Berg)
Date: Fri, 11 Feb 2011 22:19:36 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] BC-348-N Success!
In-Reply-To: <002901cbca65$a3991f60$1f9e480c@KB6NAX>
References: <4D541A5A.704@kd5byb.net><115093.51334.qm@web112308.mail.gq1.yahoo.com><193E8ACCF00E4C798437AA2FFE764D99@MBDCONSULTING.LOCAL><5C66BF9C-67B1-4264-A7B6-582E373A9D50@aol.com>	<2EC96F8B98A04ED58D48BA3C9637FA06@MBDCONSULTING.LOCAL>
	<002901cbca65$a3991f60$1f9e480c@KB6NAX>
Message-ID: <4D560A58.3030002@tbc.net>

My first receiver was a BC-455 I bought from Alco Electronics.  I think 
I paid about 12 dollars for it.  I followed the Popular Electronics 
article telling how to install an AC power supply on the back end.  I 
put a regenerative IF mod on the first IF amplifier stage.  It was not 
the most selective receiver in the world, but paired with a Knight T-60 
transmitter, and the Gotham V-80 antenna my Mom bought me for my 
birthday, it got me on the air.  I eventually moved on to more selective 
receivers that covered more than one band, but kept the radio for many 
years.  I even used it as a tunable IF for my International Crystal 2 
meter receiving converter.  I loaned it to the son of one of my friends 
and never got it back.  I got another one some years back from a swap 
deal, and also several of the 80 meter models.  My eventual goal is to 
get the 80 meter ARC-5 transmitter I have had for years on the air with 
one of the receivers.  I may even get the BC-455 running too.  These are 
saved as projects for if and when I actually retire.

Quite a few of us got our starts with surplus equipment, but it seemed 
in the 1960's that there were unlimited supplies of these rigs.  Now, 
they are much rarer, and when working on them I get the feeling that I 
am doing the equivalent of shooting the last pregnant female of a 
species if I do any changes at all.

73,

Steve WA9JML

On 2/11/2011 9:31 PM, Arden Allen wrote:
> Now I don't want to start a fight over how "mint" a "mint" radio is.  But my
> memory tells me that back in the days when you could get like-new military
> surplus radios for a song hams, upcoming hams and wannabees like me thought
> the local Army-Navy store was King Solomon's Mine.  Pracitcally every QST,
> CQ and 73 had modification aricles to make radios more ham band friendly and
> make no mistake about it anyone who got thier solding iron into a surplus
> radio was on his way to a rewarding career in electronics or at least a life
> long hobby in ham radio, swl'ing, etc.  So I'd like to see some more
> comments regarding how modified rigs benefited or suffered from their mods.
> Were they magazine article clones, basement genius creations, failed
> attempts to rewrite the laws of physics, or Primitive Pete monstrosities?
>
> Arden Allen
> KB6NAX
>
> Adopt a shelter dog,
> save an innocent life,
> and make a friend forever =:-)
>
> _______________________________________________
> Boatanchors mailing list
> Boatanchors at theporch.com
> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
>


From kd5byb at kd5byb.net  Fri Feb 11 23:47:31 2011
From: kd5byb at kd5byb.net (Ben Hall)
Date: Fri, 11 Feb 2011 22:47:31 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] BC-348-N Success!
In-Reply-To: <002901cbca65$a3991f60$1f9e480c@KB6NAX>
References: <4D541A5A.704@kd5byb.net><115093.51334.qm@web112308.mail.gq1.yahoo.com><193E8ACCF00E4C798437AA2FFE764D99@MBDCONSULTING.LOCAL><5C66BF9C-67B1-4264-A7B6-582E373A9D50@aol.com>	<2EC96F8B98A04ED58D48BA3C9637FA06@MBDCONSULTING.LOCAL>
	<002901cbca65$a3991f60$1f9e480c@KB6NAX>
Message-ID: <4D5610E3.20605@kd5byb.net>

I think mint is as "mint" as one wants it to be.  ;)  Especially due to 
the fact that there are not rigid grading standards as you'd find with 
collectible coins.

I'm too young to have experienced the WWII surplus era - most of my 
youthful hacking was with RC cars, early cordless phones, 
walkie-talkies, etc...  But in my BA travels I've found examples across 
the spectrum.

On the positive end, I've had several sets that have had the filter caps 
replaced with modern equivalents.  When done in a neat fashion, I 
consider these to be a benefit.

Some I don't know how to judge - my BC-348-R (long gone) had a very 
nicely done AC supply installed.  If I recall correctly, they even 
removed the now unused DC wiring and the added wiring was then laced 
with lacing cord in a very professional job.  While nicely done, it 
really doesn't function any better than the original 28VDC dynamotor.

On the negative end, I have an Army Frequency Meter (not a BC-221, but 
the 20 to 1000 MHz unit, I forget the nomenclature) that has suffered. 
It has capacitors added in a very sloppy manner that make no sense and 
is missing its case.  It's on the to-do list.

later,
ben


On 2/11/2011 9:31 PM, Arden Allen wrote:
> Now I don't want to start a fight over how "mint" a "mint" radio is.  But my
> memory tells me that back in the days when you could get like-new military
> surplus radios for a song hams, upcoming hams and wannabees like me thought
> the local Army-Navy store was King Solomon's Mine.  Pracitcally every QST,
> CQ and 73 had modification aricles to make radios more ham band friendly and
> make no mistake about it anyone who got thier solding iron into a surplus
> radio was on his way to a rewarding career in electronics or at least a life
> long hobby in ham radio, swl'ing, etc.  So I'd like to see some more
> comments regarding how modified rigs benefited or suffered from their mods.
> Were they magazine article clones, basement genius creations, failed
> attempts to rewrite the laws of physics, or Primitive Pete monstrosities?
>
> Arden Allen
> KB6NAX
>
> Adopt a shelter dog,
> save an innocent life,
> and make a friend forever =:-)
>
> _______________________________________________
> Boatanchors mailing list
> Boatanchors at theporch.com
> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
>
>


From chuck at chuckg.com  Fri Feb 11 23:55:59 2011
From: chuck at chuckg.com (Chuck Grandgent)
Date: Fri, 11 Feb 2011 23:55:59 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] BC-348-N Success!
In-Reply-To: <4D5610E3.20605@kd5byb.net>
References: <4D541A5A.704@kd5byb.net>
	<115093.51334.qm@web112308.mail.gq1.yahoo.com>
	<193E8ACCF00E4C798437AA2FFE764D99@MBDCONSULTING.LOCAL>
	<5C66BF9C-67B1-4264-A7B6-582E373A9D50@aol.com>
	<2EC96F8B98A04ED58D48BA3C9637FA06@MBDCONSULTING.LOCAL>
	<002901cbca65$a3991f60$1f9e480c@KB6NAX> <4D5610E3.20605@kd5byb.net>
Message-ID: <AANLkTinEkwpwR0a11agEe5EnTn3AvpNzzm+pNvSKu56=@mail.gmail.com>

I had an ARC-5 receiver for a while, I probably got it from Fair Radio
Sales.
I have to say I was very unimpressed with its sensitivity compared to the
other radios I had at the time.

   Chuck, K1OM

On Fri, Feb 11, 2011 at 11:47 PM, Ben Hall <kd5byb at kd5byb.net> wrote:

> I think mint is as "mint" as one wants it to be.  ;)  Especially due to the
> fact that there are not rigid grading standards as you'd find with
> collectible coins.
>
> I'm too young to have experienced the WWII surplus era - most of my
> youthful hacking was with RC cars, early cordless phones, walkie-talkies,
> etc...  But in my BA travels I've found examples across the spectrum.
>
> On the positive end, I've had several sets that have had the filter caps
> replaced with modern equivalents.  When done in a neat fashion, I consider
> these to be a benefit.
>
> Some I don't know how to judge - my BC-348-R (long gone) had a very nicely
> done AC supply installed.  If I recall correctly, they even removed the now
> unused DC wiring and the added wiring was then laced with lacing cord in a
> very professional job.  While nicely done, it really doesn't function any
> better than the original 28VDC dynamotor.
>
> On the negative end, I have an Army Frequency Meter (not a BC-221, but the
> 20 to 1000 MHz unit, I forget the nomenclature) that has suffered. It has
> capacitors added in a very sloppy manner that make no sense and is missing
> its case.  It's on the to-do list.
>
> later,
> ben
>
>
>
> On 2/11/2011 9:31 PM, Arden Allen wrote:
>
>> Now I don't want to start a fight over how "mint" a "mint" radio is.  But
>> my
>> memory tells me that back in the days when you could get like-new military
>> surplus radios for a song hams, upcoming hams and wannabees like me
>> thought
>> the local Army-Navy store was King Solomon's Mine.  Pracitcally every QST,
>> CQ and 73 had modification aricles to make radios more ham band friendly
>> and
>> make no mistake about it anyone who got thier solding iron into a surplus
>> radio was on his way to a rewarding career in electronics or at least a
>> life
>> long hobby in ham radio, swl'ing, etc.  So I'd like to see some more
>> comments regarding how modified rigs benefited or suffered from their
>> mods.
>> Were they magazine article clones, basement genius creations, failed
>> attempts to rewrite the laws of physics, or Primitive Pete monstrosities?
>>
>> Arden Allen
>> KB6NAX
>>
>> Adopt a shelter dog,
>> save an innocent life,
>> and make a friend forever =:-)
>>
>> _______________________________________________
>> Boatanchors mailing list
>> Boatanchors at theporch.com
>> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
>>
>>
>>  _______________________________________________
> Boatanchors mailing list
> Boatanchors at theporch.com
> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
>


From arc5 at ix.netcom.com  Sat Feb 12 07:41:03 2011
From: arc5 at ix.netcom.com (David Stinson)
Date: Sat, 12 Feb 2011 06:41:03 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] Ham Radio Estate Sale Tomorrow- Dallas
In-Reply-To: <992238.52589.qm@web161318.mail.bf1.yahoo.com>
References: <5A377962DA814299A117FAB66435F870@DaddyPC>
	<4D547E3C.3010906@comcast.net>
	<A0F6B979DF44482FBF16AEB3775803EB@DaddyPC>
	<4D554F51.2040808@comcast.net>
	<4905118FF4D6455F81D2D500F2DCF75D@DaddyPC>
	<992238.52589.qm@web161318.mail.bf1.yahoo.com>
Message-ID: <CADB49DE849B44DBBFE880570158560D@DaddyPC>


I advised them to lower the price on the 75A-2 by $125 or so.
Considering the price and the risk of having one shipped,
that sounds like a decent compromise, IMHO.
Perhaps during the sale today they will do so.

73 Dave S.


From charlesmorris800 at centurytel.net  Sat Feb 12 13:15:00 2011
From: charlesmorris800 at centurytel.net (Charles Morris)
Date: Sat, 12 Feb 2011 13:15:00 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] BC-348-N Success!
In-Reply-To: <mailman.0.1297533601.99558.boatanchors@theporch.com>
References: <mailman.0.1297533601.99558.boatanchors@theporch.com>
Message-ID: <7bjdl65regq786hmnd93uobee078m2pjh4@4ax.com>

On Sat, 12 Feb 2011 12:00:01 -0600, you wrote:

>I had an ARC-5 receiver for a while, I probably got it from Fair Radio
>Sales.
>I have to say I was very unimpressed with its sensitivity compared to the
>other radios I had at the time.
>
>   Chuck, K1OM

Although I've never owned a BC-348, I have had several ARC-5 sets over
the last 35 years or so... used to be everywhere at hamfests and Fair
Radio. I *am* somewhat impressed with their sensitivity. In fact I can
hear all the stations on the ham band simultaneously! :) With a 1415
or 2830 KHz IF, they are just not very selective.

Maybe yours just needed alignment and tweaking (like the 1st IF regen
mod). 

-Charles
WB3JOK/0


From arc5 at ix.netcom.com  Sat Feb 12 14:02:16 2011
From: arc5 at ix.netcom.com (David Stinson)
Date: Sat, 12 Feb 2011 13:02:16 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] Sneaky, Sneaky
Message-ID: <A1DE70F6F2944016853FEC463476431E@DaddyPC>

I hate it when people do sneaky crap like this:

http://cgi.ebay.com/390283755065

Pay attention to the tiny "buy it " price and the huge shipping price.



From anchor at ec.rr.com  Sat Feb 12 14:14:10 2011
From: anchor at ec.rr.com (Al Parker)
Date: Sat, 12 Feb 2011 14:14:10 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] Sneaky, Sneaky
In-Reply-To: <A1DE70F6F2944016853FEC463476431E@DaddyPC>
References: <A1DE70F6F2944016853FEC463476431E@DaddyPC>
Message-ID: <4D56DC02.6070001@ec.rr.com>

I think ebay will jump on him hard if anyone complains, have you?
73,
Al, W8UT


On 2/12/2011 2:02 PM, David Stinson wrote:
> I hate it when people do sneaky crap like this:
>
> http://cgi.ebay.com/390283755065
>
> Pay attention to the tiny "buy it " price and the huge shipping price.
>
> _______________________________________________
> Boatanchors mailing list
> Boatanchors at theporch.com
> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
>


From chuck at chuckg.com  Sat Feb 12 14:36:49 2011
From: chuck at chuckg.com (Chuck Grandgent)
Date: Sat, 12 Feb 2011 14:36:49 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] BC-348-N Success!
In-Reply-To: <7bjdl65regq786hmnd93uobee078m2pjh4@4ax.com>
References: <mailman.0.1297533601.99558.boatanchors@theporch.com>
	<7bjdl65regq786hmnd93uobee078m2pjh4@4ax.com>
Message-ID: <AANLkTinVLkwCUh=_JGbEghPkp7gR_bt1nNbMoisQo_t+@mail.gmail.com>

Well, certainly unfair comparing it to an SX-101 !

I did have fun with it, just didn't do many QSO's with it.  Must have been
late 60's or early 70's.

   Chuck, K1OM

On Sat, Feb 12, 2011 at 1:15 PM, Charles Morris <
charlesmorris800 at centurytel.net> wrote:

> On Sat, 12 Feb 2011 12:00:01 -0600, you wrote:
>
> >I had an ARC-5 receiver for a while, I probably got it from Fair Radio
> >Sales.
> >I have to say I was very unimpressed with its sensitivity compared to the
> >other radios I had at the time.
> >
> >   Chuck, K1OM
>
> Although I've never owned a BC-348, I have had several ARC-5 sets over
> the last 35 years or so... used to be everywhere at hamfests and Fair
> Radio. I *am* somewhat impressed with their sensitivity. In fact I can
> hear all the stations on the ham band simultaneously! :) With a 1415
> or 2830 KHz IF, they are just not very selective.
>
> Maybe yours just needed alignment and tweaking (like the 1st IF regen
> mod).
>
> -Charles
> WB3JOK/0
> _______________________________________________
> Boatanchors mailing list
> Boatanchors at theporch.com
> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
>


From spr at earthlink.net  Sat Feb 12 15:10:22 2011
From: spr at earthlink.net (Scott Robinson)
Date: Sat, 12 Feb 2011 12:10:22 -0800
Subject: [Boatanchors] Sneaky, Sneaky
In-Reply-To: <4D56DC02.6070001@ec.rr.com>
References: <A1DE70F6F2944016853FEC463476431E@DaddyPC>
	<4D56DC02.6070001@ec.rr.com>
Message-ID: <4D56E92E.3050600@earthlink.net>

Folks,

$26.95 to ship a large item like that is not unreasonable. Of course, he 
doesn't tell you whether it's FedEx overnight or USPS slow train...

/scott

On 2/12/11 11:14 AM, Al Parker wrote:
> I think ebay will jump on him hard if anyone complains, have you?
> 73,
> Al, W8UT
>
>
> On 2/12/2011 2:02 PM, David Stinson wrote:
>> I hate it when people do sneaky crap like this:
>>
>> http://cgi.ebay.com/390283755065
>>
>> Pay attention to the tiny "buy it " price and the huge shipping price.
>>
>> _______________________________________________
>> Boatanchors mailing list
>> Boatanchors at theporch.com
>> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
>>
> _______________________________________________
> Boatanchors mailing list
> Boatanchors at theporch.com
> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
>


From w1ksz at q.com  Sat Feb 12 16:04:23 2011
From: w1ksz at q.com (Richard Solomon)
Date: Sat, 12 Feb 2011 14:04:23 -0700
Subject: [Boatanchors] Sneaky, Sneaky
In-Reply-To: <4D56E92E.3050600@earthlink.net>
Message-ID: <BLU0-SMTP193DFC8EFA6258C5F46402CE0EE0@phx.gbl>

I get $36.45 when I look at it, but still, it looks rather big and heavy.
I don't think he's padded the cost too much.
It's the "Handling" charge you can add to the shipping cost that bloats 
the cost.
OTOH, it does look rather clean and unmolested.

73, Dick, W1KSZ

-----Original Message-----
From: boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com
[mailto:boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com]On Behalf Of Scott Robinson
Sent: Saturday, February 12, 2011 1:10 PM
Cc: Old Tube Radios
Subject: Re: [Boatanchors] Sneaky, Sneaky


Folks,

$26.95 to ship a large item like that is not unreasonable. Of course, he 
doesn't tell you whether it's FedEx overnight or USPS slow train...

/scott

On 2/12/11 11:14 AM, Al Parker wrote:
> I think ebay will jump on him hard if anyone complains, have you?
> 73,
> Al, W8UT
>
>
> On 2/12/2011 2:02 PM, David Stinson wrote:
>> I hate it when people do sneaky crap like this:
>>
>> http://cgi.ebay.com/390283755065
>>
>> Pay attention to the tiny "buy it " price and the huge shipping price.
>>
>> _______________________________________________
>> Boatanchors mailing list
>> Boatanchors at theporch.com
>> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
>>
> _______________________________________________
> Boatanchors mailing list
> Boatanchors at theporch.com
> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
>
_______________________________________________
Boatanchors mailing list
Boatanchors at theporch.com
https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors



From arc5 at ix.netcom.com  Sat Feb 12 16:34:49 2011
From: arc5 at ix.netcom.com (David Stinson)
Date: Sat, 12 Feb 2011 15:34:49 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] Sneaky, Sneaky
In-Reply-To: <A1DE70F6F2944016853FEC463476431E@DaddyPC>
References: <A1DE70F6F2944016853FEC463476431E@DaddyPC>
Message-ID: <94E9A616877B4C2591E2DB91E1B9401C@DaddyPC>

Perhaps I've been too hasty....

The "buy it now" was 5 bucks. (!)
The shipping that I saw was almost $60.

I don't know if it was an error or what,
but I can certainly ship a GP-7 tuning unit anywhere
in the U.S. for much less than $60.
That's why I thought it was a "get paid in the shipping" deal.

Maybe not.....



From chuck at chuckg.com  Sat Feb 12 16:37:56 2011
From: chuck at chuckg.com (Chuck Grandgent)
Date: Sat, 12 Feb 2011 16:37:56 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] Sneaky, Sneaky
In-Reply-To: <94E9A616877B4C2591E2DB91E1B9401C@DaddyPC>
References: <A1DE70F6F2944016853FEC463476431E@DaddyPC>
	<94E9A616877B4C2591E2DB91E1B9401C@DaddyPC>
Message-ID: <AANLkTinOhJjVep92P_V9ptc_xjqQYGgdi7cSHyagHfMN@mail.gmail.com>

$66 to here in Florida.  Maybe not the guy doing it really.
I guess just look at the total price and decide.

   Chuck, K1OM

On Sat, Feb 12, 2011 at 4:34 PM, David Stinson <arc5 at ix.netcom.com> wrote:

> Perhaps I've been too hasty....
>
> The "buy it now" was 5 bucks. (!)
> The shipping that I saw was almost $60.
>
> I don't know if it was an error or what,
> but I can certainly ship a GP-7 tuning unit anywhere
> in the U.S. for much less than $60.
> That's why I thought it was a "get paid in the shipping" deal.
>
> Maybe not.....
>
>
> _______________________________________________
> Boatanchors mailing list
> Boatanchors at theporch.com
> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
>


From arc5 at ix.netcom.com  Sat Feb 12 16:38:28 2011
From: arc5 at ix.netcom.com (David Stinson)
Date: Sat, 12 Feb 2011 15:38:28 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] By the way Re: Sneaky, Sneaky
Message-ID: <D961550893674D148E83617FC41F81A4@DaddyPC>

By the way-
I have no idea who the seller is.
For all I know, I just slapped a friend.
So maybe I should be a little slower on the trigger.... sigh.

Folks:  If you have an Ebay id like "ugotnoideawhothisis7" or 
some other obscure thing, don't expect that your friends
know that it its you behind that id.

For the record, I am "arc5."

GL ES 73 DE Dave AB5S



From w1ksz at q.com  Sat Feb 12 16:45:42 2011
From: w1ksz at q.com (Richard Solomon)
Date: Sat, 12 Feb 2011 14:45:42 -0700
Subject: [Boatanchors] Sneaky, Sneaky
In-Reply-To: <94E9A616877B4C2591E2DB91E1B9401C@DaddyPC>
Message-ID: <BLU0-SMTP12434EBECCC778A17FF135EE0EE0@phx.gbl>

The shipping cost varies depending upon the Zip Code you have on file 
with e-Bay.

73, Dick, W1KSZ

-----Original Message-----
From: boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com
[mailto:boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com]On Behalf Of David Stinson
Sent: Saturday, February 12, 2011 2:35 PM
To: Old Tube Radios
Subject: Re: [Boatanchors] Sneaky, Sneaky


Perhaps I've been too hasty....

The "buy it now" was 5 bucks. (!)
The shipping that I saw was almost $60.

I don't know if it was an error or what,
but I can certainly ship a GP-7 tuning unit anywhere
in the U.S. for much less than $60.
That's why I thought it was a "get paid in the shipping" deal.

Maybe not.....

_______________________________________________
Boatanchors mailing list
Boatanchors at theporch.com
https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors



From WA5CAB at cs.com  Sat Feb 12 17:03:50 2011
From: WA5CAB at cs.com (WA5CAB at cs.com)
Date: Sat, 12 Feb 2011 17:03:50 EST
Subject: [Boatanchors] Sneaky, Sneaky
Message-ID: <399b.4e258697.3a885dc6@cs.com>

It's $57.10 to HOU.  The problem is that the only shipping option he offers 
is Priority Mail.  That's generally OK up to 3-4 pounds.  Cheaper than UPS 
Ground to most places and only exceeds $1 over Partial Post if going to 
(from here) WA, AK or HI.  But over 4-5 pounds PriMail quickly gets expensive.

In a message dated 2/12/2011 3:38:20 PM Central Standard Time, 
chuck at chuckg.com writes: 
> $66 to here in Florida.  Maybe not the guy doing it really.
> I guess just look at the total price and decide.
> 
>    Chuck, K1OM
> 
> On Sat, Feb 12, 2011 at 4:34 PM, David Stinson <arc5 at ix.netcom.com> wrote:
> 
> >Perhaps I've been too hasty....
> >
> >The "buy it now" was 5 bucks. (!)
> >The shipping that I saw was almost $60.
> >
> >I don't know if it was an error or what,
> >but I can certainly ship a GP-7 tuning unit anywhere
> >in the U.S. for much less than $60.
> >That's why I thought it was a "get paid in the shipping" deal.
> >
> >Maybe not.....
> 

Robert & Susan Downs - Houston
wa5cab dot com (Web Store)
MVPA 9480


From wa5jci at flash.net  Sat Feb 12 17:20:17 2011
From: wa5jci at flash.net (WA5JCI)
Date: Sat, 12 Feb 2011 16:20:17 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] Sneaky, Sneaky
In-Reply-To: <399b.4e258697.3a885dc6@cs.com>
References: <399b.4e258697.3a885dc6@cs.com>
Message-ID: <374835.53769.qm@smtp103.sbc.mail.re3.yahoo.com>

Sometimes when there is an outrageous shipping charge the purpose is 
this, say a 20 dollar shipping charge on a five dollar item. So, the 
item never shows up at your QTH what recourse do you have? Only the 
actual price of five dollars. I'm not saying that this is the case 
here but it is something to look for on high shipping rates and low 
item prices.

de Pete WA5JCI






At 04:03 PM 2/12/2011, WA5CAB at cs.com wrote:
>It's $57.10 to HOU.  The problem is that the only shipping option he offers
>is Priority Mail.  That's generally OK up to 3-4 pounds.  Cheaper than UPS
>Ground to most places and only exceeds $1 over Partial Post if going to
>(from here) WA, AK or HI.  But over 4-5 pounds PriMail quickly gets expensive.
>
>In a message dated 2/12/2011 3:38:20 PM Central Standard Time,
>chuck at chuckg.com writes:
> > $66 to here in Florida.  Maybe not the guy doing it really.
> > I guess just look at the total price and decide.
> >
> >    Chuck, K1OM
> >
> > On Sat, Feb 12, 2011 at 4:34 PM, David Stinson <arc5 at ix.netcom.com> wrote:
> >
> > >Perhaps I've been too hasty....
> > >
> > >The "buy it now" was 5 bucks. (!)
> > >The shipping that I saw was almost $60.
> > >
> > >I don't know if it was an error or what,
> > >but I can certainly ship a GP-7 tuning unit anywhere
> > >in the U.S. for much less than $60.
> > >That's why I thought it was a "get paid in the shipping" deal.
> > >
> > >Maybe not.....
> >
>
>Robert & Susan Downs - Houston
>wa5cab dot com (Web Store)
>MVPA 9480
>_______________________________________________
>Boatanchors mailing list
>Boatanchors at theporch.com
>https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors



From n7rk at cox.net  Sat Feb 12 18:06:45 2011
From: n7rk at cox.net (David Hollander)
Date: Sat, 12 Feb 2011 16:06:45 -0700
Subject: [Boatanchors] By the way Re: Sneaky, Sneaky
In-Reply-To: <D961550893674D148E83617FC41F81A4@DaddyPC>
References: <D961550893674D148E83617FC41F81A4@DaddyPC>
Message-ID: <4D571285.3010302@cox.net>

Are you"arc5radio" radio on youtube Dave?
-- 
***********************************************************
Dave  N7RK          Boatanchors Home Page: http://members.cox.net/n7rk
Phoenix, Arizona         *DXCC Honor Roll*    *WAZ#22 - 75 Meter SSB*

ex-XE2/N7RK, N7RK/ZB2, VK2ERK, ZM0AJN, WB6NRK, WN6IWX

Boatanchor and Antique Radio Collector



From sandy at sandy.com  Sat Feb 12 17:46:48 2011
From: sandy at sandy.com (Sandy Meltzer)
Date: Sat, 12 Feb 2011 14:46:48 -0800
Subject: [Boatanchors] Sneaky, Sneaky
In-Reply-To: <BLU0-SMTP12434EBECCC778A17FF135EE0EE0@phx.gbl>
References: <94E9A616877B4C2591E2DB91E1B9401C@DaddyPC>
	<BLU0-SMTP12434EBECCC778A17FF135EE0EE0@phx.gbl>
Message-ID: <20110212231739.30567121C80B@minime.theporch.com>


Some eBay sellers seem to make more on shipping and handling then on 
the item they're selling, but this problem is often the fault of 
eBay's shipping cost analyst function which the seller plugs in when 
creating his ad.

Yes, this function provides the shipping cost to a potential buyer 
based on ZIP code, but also realize you might initially be be looking 
at the "Expedited" shipping costs (like One-day air or USPS Priority 
Mail) when other, cheaper, methods of shipping "might" also be 
offered if you look more closely at the details.

Unfortunately, in the case of this Department of the Navy Bureau of 
Ships plug-in tuning unit, the seller is only offering "Expedited 
shipping" via USPS Priority Mail...which tends to be costly for heavy 
boatanchors like this.

I saw a similar post last night on eBay where the shipping cost to me 
here in California was like $127.00 for a small (light weight) ICOM 
radio. When I looked at the shipping cost more carefully, it said 
"Expedited Shipping".  When I pressed the "See more services" link 
next to "Expedited shipping", a drop-down menu appeared that showed 
shipping costs to my ZIP code for three different services (1) 
Expedited, (2) Standard shipping, and (3) One-day shipping.

Apparently, the ~$127.00 fee was for "Expedited shipping"...which was 
likely 2nd-day UPS air.  Standard shipping was apparently "Ground 
Shipping" which reduced the shipping cost to me to $66.00.  Still a 
bit high, but not when I took the "buy it now" price into 
consideration. Even with high shipping costs, the item was still a good deal.

I learned even more when I read the "Seller's payment instructions" 
which added "The unit has already been professionally packaged by Pac 
Mail and ready to go, hopefully on the same day funds are received. 
Any special instructions please let me know! Thanks for your business!".

Whenever a seller uses a third-party shipping store (including the 
UPS Store) to pack and ship the items they're selling, it will often 
double the cost of shipping because these shipping places add a 
30%-50% premium (or more) to properly pack and ship items for a 
seller (they're in business and do this as a paid service).  So, not 
all sellers are ripping off their customers with high shipping and 
handling costs.

Here's a companion eBay post to the item I saw last night:
http://cgi.ebay.com/Icom-ps30-power-supply-12vdc-30-amp-/170602243759?pt=LH_DefaultDomain_0&hash=item27b8afa6af#shId

As of a few minutes ago, the bid price was $25.00 (this ICOM power 
supply will likely sell for $125-$140), but the shipping cost visible 
to me (based on my California ZIP code) shows as "$97.22" for 
Expedited shipping.  Click on the "See all details" and "See more 
services" and the shipping cost drops (for me) to "$52.69" for 
Standard shipping (Ground).  Still high for a relatively light weight 
~$140 item, but I understand it because this guy uses "Pac Mail" to 
package and ship his eBay items...which I'm sure cost him a small fortune.

Bottom line?  If you don't like the combined "buy it now" and 
shipping costs, then don't buy the item.

73, Sandy KW6KW



At 01:45 PM 2/12/2011, Richard Solomon wrote:
>The shipping cost varies depending upon the Zip Code you have on file
>with e-Bay.
>
>73, Dick, W1KSZ
>
>-----Original Message-----
>From: boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com
>[mailto:boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com]On Behalf Of David Stinson
>Sent: Saturday, February 12, 2011 2:35 PM
>To: Old Tube Radios
>Subject: Re: [Boatanchors] Sneaky, Sneaky
>
>
>Perhaps I've been too hasty....
>
>The "buy it now" was 5 bucks. (!)
>The shipping that I saw was almost $60.
>
>I don't know if it was an error or what,
>but I can certainly ship a GP-7 tuning unit anywhere
>in the U.S. for much less than $60.
>That's why I thought it was a "get paid in the shipping" deal.
>
>Maybe not.....


From kd5byb at kd5byb.net  Sat Feb 12 21:21:08 2011
From: kd5byb at kd5byb.net (Ben Hall)
Date: Sat, 12 Feb 2011 20:21:08 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] Sneaky, Sneaky
In-Reply-To: <20110212231739.30567121C80B@minime.theporch.com>
References: <94E9A616877B4C2591E2DB91E1B9401C@DaddyPC>	<BLU0-SMTP12434EBECCC778A17FF135EE0EE0@phx.gbl>
	<20110212231739.30567121C80B@minime.theporch.com>
Message-ID: <4D574014.8020602@kd5byb.net>

That's always been my mode of operation - look at the total price and 
bid accordingly.

A high shipping cost has turned many good deals into bad deals.

thanks much and 73,
ben, kd5byb

On 2/12/2011 4:46 PM, Sandy Meltzer wrote:

> Bottom line? If you don't like the combined "buy it now" and shipping
> costs, then don't buy the item.
>
> 73, Sandy KW6KW


From kd5byb at kd5byb.net  Sat Feb 12 21:32:07 2011
From: kd5byb at kd5byb.net (Ben Hall)
Date: Sat, 12 Feb 2011 20:32:07 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] RBL-2 versus RBL-3 versus RBL-5
Message-ID: <4D5742A7.40207@kd5byb.net>

Good evening all,

With the BC-348-N working, I turned my attention to another set I've had 
for many years - an RBL-3.

Up until today, I've had my doubts about the working condition of this 
set.  I put it on the bench, hooked it up to the URM-25D, and determined 
that its working fine on all bands.

Later, I put in on the 33' vertical and listened to many NDB's.  It is 
certainly a radio that takes some skill - too much gain and it overloads 
- and the regeneration plus antenna compensation and RF trimmer controls 
certainly have their sweet spots.  :)

What I don't have for the set is a proper manual.  I have an RBL-5 
manual from BAMA and an RBL-2 manual from RoyalSignals.org. 
Interestingly, both have the same schematic but one is labled for a type 
CNA-46161 receiver (RBL-2) and CNA-46161-B receiver (RBL-5).

My RBL-3's tag says it is a CWQ-46161-A.  :(

So while I have no immediate need for a manual, and I see Fair Radio has 
them, I'm wondering about how different an RBL-3 is from a -2 and a -5? 
  I do know that the -2 and -5's were built by National, while my -3 is 
a Wells-Gardner.

thanks much and 73,
ben, kd5byb



From k1lky at earthlink.net  Sun Feb 13 00:28:40 2011
From: k1lky at earthlink.net (Roy Morgan)
Date: Sun, 13 Feb 2011 00:28:40 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] RBL-2 versus RBL-3 versus RBL-5
In-Reply-To: <4D5742A7.40207@kd5byb.net>
References: <4D5742A7.40207@kd5byb.net>
Message-ID: <EC242705-A1C6-4C49-AA98-13439E17FF10@earthlink.net>


On Feb 12, 2011, at 9:32 PM, Ben Hall wrote:

> ... I turned my attention to another set I've had for many years -  
> an RBL-3.... I'm wondering about how different an RBL-3 is from a -2  
> and a -5?

Ben,

You may find that the only real difference is the name plate/contract  
number/maker.  That radio is relatively simple, and they issued a  
number of production contracts.  I think in that day and age (the late  
30's I think) technological changes were few and slow to be  
implemented.  The manual I have for an RBB makes note that an RBB-2,  
-3, -4 are all the same, just different contracts.

I think the one I have here is in an RBL-5 case but is an RBL-3.  My  
dial is corroded but readable.  I had to replace two dead tubes, but  
years ago when I got it, the thing fired right up.

Good luck and let us know how an alignment improves it's function, if  
you do that.

Roy


Roy Morgan
k1lky at earthlink.net
K1LKY Since 1958 - Keep 'em Glowing!





From WA5CAB at cs.com  Sun Feb 13 02:21:12 2011
From: WA5CAB at cs.com (WA5CAB at cs.com)
Date: Sun, 13 Feb 2011 02:21:12 EST
Subject: [Boatanchors] RBL-2 versus RBL-3 versus RBL-5
Message-ID: <121f9.3bbf5fde.3a88e068@cs.com>

The general rule for Navy WW-II vintage equipment was that the Set (Radio 
Set, Radio Receiving Set, etc.) suffix number got incremented with almost all 
new contracts (there are a few exceptions) whether anything changed or not. 
 Thus RBL-2, RBL-3, etc.  However, if there were changes to anything in the 
Set, the Navy Type Number of the changed component(s) also changed.  
Otherwise, it did not.  This also happened in some cases during production on an 
individual contract.  Minor changes were indicated by incrementing the suffix 
letter of the Type Number.  Major ones by a new Type Number.  And in Navy 
practice, the first production model's suffix letter is <blank>.  So -A is 
the first revision (second model).

Anyway, if the Type Number of the receiver of RBL-2, 3 and 5 is different 
(including just different suffix letters), then something is different 
between the three.  If the Type Numbers are the same, then there is no difference 
other than the nameplate.

In a message dated 2/12/2011 11:29:29 PM Central Standard Time, 
k1lky at earthlink.net writes: 
> On Feb 12, 2011, at 9:32 PM, Ben Hall wrote:
> 
> >... I turned my attention to another set I've had for many years -  
> >an RBL-3.... I'm wondering about how different an RBL-3 is from a -2  
> >and a -5?
> 
> 

Robert Downs - Houston
wa5cab dot com (Web Store)
MVPA 9480


From 4cx250b at muohio.edu  Sun Feb 13 09:08:12 2011
From: 4cx250b at muohio.edu (Jim  Garland)
Date: Sun, 13 Feb 2011 07:08:12 -0700
Subject: [Boatanchors] Why do crystals go bad?
Message-ID: <DF80384A13894200A57D51EF0BF155DA@JimsOffice>

A 22.5MHz crystal (HC-5 case) in my homebrew receiver, built about forty
years ago, no long oscillates. It seems to be purely an age-related problem.
It is in a standard solid state circuit which bandswitches six crystals, and
the other five work just fine.  I wonder what causes a crystal to stop
working, and whether it is possible to repair them?  I've "repaired" dead
100kHz calibrator crystals, and hamband crystals in FT-243 cases, by
cleaning off the brass pressure plates, but am not sure if one can do this
on thin high crystals. As I recall, the metal electrodes are evaporated onto
the sides of the elemcnt.

73,

Jim W8ZR



From bill at iaxs.net  Sun Feb 13 14:30:12 2011
From: bill at iaxs.net (Bill Hawkins)
Date: Sun, 13 Feb 2011 13:30:12 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] Why do crystals go bad?
In-Reply-To: <DF80384A13894200A57D51EF0BF155DA@JimsOffice>
References: <DF80384A13894200A57D51EF0BF155DA@JimsOffice>
Message-ID: <11BDFBD605384C4F8CBB1926F60F8196@cyrus>

Jim,

Seems to me that some crystals crack with age, from a flaw that was
there when it was manufactured.

If you like, I could post this to the timenuts group, where people who
could give you more answers hang out.

Bill Hawkins


-----Original Message-----
From: Jim Garland
Sent: Sunday, February 13, 2011 8:08 AM

A 22.5MHz crystal (HC-5 case) in my homebrew receiver, built about forty
years ago, no long oscillates. It seems to be purely an age-related problem.
It is in a standard solid state circuit which bandswitches six crystals, and
the other five work just fine.  I wonder what causes a crystal to stop
working, and whether it is possible to repair them?  I've "repaired" dead
100kHz calibrator crystals, and hamband crystals in FT-243 cases, by
cleaning off the brass pressure plates, but am not sure if one can do this
on thin high crystals. As I recall, the metal electrodes are evaporated onto
the sides of the elemcnt.

73,

Jim W8ZR



From kd5byb at kd5byb.net  Sun Feb 13 17:07:12 2011
From: kd5byb at kd5byb.net (Ben Hall)
Date: Sun, 13 Feb 2011 16:07:12 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] RBL-2 versus RBL-3 versus RBL-5
In-Reply-To: <EC242705-A1C6-4C49-AA98-13439E17FF10@earthlink.net>
References: <4D5742A7.40207@kd5byb.net>
	<EC242705-A1C6-4C49-AA98-13439E17FF10@earthlink.net>
Message-ID: <4D585610.2060504@kd5byb.net>

Good morning Roy and gang,

Thanks for the info - my comparison of the RBL-2 and RBL-5 manuals 
agrees with what you've said below.  Seems like the only thing that 
changed between the two is the vendor (Wells Gardner versus National).

So far, this one is working very well.  I need to fabricate a new bottom 
plate for it (it's missing) so it may be some time before I decide to 
attempt an alignment.

thanks much and 73,
ben, kd5byb

On 2/12/2011 11:28 PM, Roy Morgan wrote:
> You may find that the only real difference is the name plate/contract
> number/maker. That radio is relatively simple, and they issued a number
> of production contracts. I think in that day and age (the late 30's I
> think) technological changes were few and slow to be implemented. The
> manual I have for an RBB makes note that an RBB-2, -3, -4 are all the
> same, just different contracts.
>
> I think the one I have here is in an RBL-5 case but is an RBL-3. My dial
> is corroded but readable. I had to replace two dead tubes, but years ago
> when I got it, the thing fired right up.
>
> Good luck and let us know how an alignment improves it's function, if
> you do that.


From gumbear at pacbell.net  Sun Feb 13 19:26:16 2011
From: gumbear at pacbell.net (Arden Allen)
Date: Sun, 13 Feb 2011 16:26:16 -0800
Subject: [Boatanchors] Why do crystals go bad?
References: <DF80384A13894200A57D51EF0BF155DA@JimsOffice>
Message-ID: <002901cbcbdd$f6219cc0$149f480c@KB6NAX>

> .......As I recall, the metal electrodes are evaporated onto
the sides of the elemcnt.

Perhaps there is an invisible fracture that killed the crystal.  Or some of
the silver plating has corroded or delaminated from the quartz.

Arden Allen
KB6NAX



From spr at earthlink.net  Sun Feb 13 20:11:32 2011
From: spr at earthlink.net (Scott Robinson)
Date: Sun, 13 Feb 2011 17:11:32 -0800
Subject: [Boatanchors] Why do crystals go bad?
In-Reply-To: <11BDFBD605384C4F8CBB1926F60F8196@cyrus>
References: <DF80384A13894200A57D51EF0BF155DA@JimsOffice>
	<11BDFBD605384C4F8CBB1926F60F8196@cyrus>
Message-ID: <4D588144.8060109@earthlink.net>

Hi Bill,

If you would ask, I would appreciate it. Receiver crystals aren't 
getting beaten up by high power, but something has killed a lot of them 
in my R-390A and Drake R-4A.

Curiously yours,

Scott

On 2/13/11 11:30 AM, Bill Hawkins wrote:
> Jim,
>
> Seems to me that some crystals crack with age, from a flaw that was
> there when it was manufactured.
>
> If you like, I could post this to the timenuts group, where people who
> could give you more answers hang out.
>
> Bill Hawkins
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Jim Garland
> Sent: Sunday, February 13, 2011 8:08 AM
>
> A 22.5MHz crystal (HC-5 case) in my homebrew receiver, built about forty
> years ago, no long oscillates. It seems to be purely an age-related problem.
> It is in a standard solid state circuit which bandswitches six crystals, and
> the other five work just fine.  I wonder what causes a crystal to stop
> working, and whether it is possible to repair them?  I've "repaired" dead
> 100kHz calibrator crystals, and hamband crystals in FT-243 cases, by
> cleaning off the brass pressure plates, but am not sure if one can do this
> on thin high crystals. As I recall, the metal electrodes are evaporated onto
> the sides of the elemcnt.
>
> 73,
>
> Jim W8ZR
>
> _______________________________________________
> Boatanchors mailing list
> Boatanchors at theporch.com
> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
>


From johnmb at nc.rr.com  Sun Feb 13 21:44:58 2011
From: johnmb at nc.rr.com (john)
Date: Sun, 13 Feb 2011 21:44:58 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] Why do crystals go bad?
In-Reply-To: <4D588144.8060109@earthlink.net>
References: <DF80384A13894200A57D51EF0BF155DA@JimsOffice>
	<11BDFBD605384C4F8CBB1926F60F8196@cyrus>
	<4D588144.8060109@earthlink.net>
Message-ID: <6.2.1.2.2.20110213214424.040473a0@pop-server.nc.rr.com>


Broken families, drugs,  drink... the normal, I suppose.

John K5MO


At 08:11 PM 2/13/2011, Scott Robinson wrote:
>Hi Bill,
>
>If you would ask, I would appreciate it. Receiver crystals aren't getting 
>beaten up by high power, but something has killed a lot of them in my 
>R-390A and Drake R-4A.
>
>Curiously yours,
>
>Scott
>
>On 2/13/11 11:30 AM, Bill Hawkins wrote:
>>Jim,
>>
>>Seems to me that some crystals crack with age, from a flaw that was
>>there when it was manufactured.
>>
>>If you like, I could post this to the timenuts group, where people who
>>could give you more answers hang out.
>>
>>Bill Hawkins
>>
>>
>>-----Original Message-----
>>From: Jim Garland
>>Sent: Sunday, February 13, 2011 8:08 AM
>>
>>A 22.5MHz crystal (HC-5 case) in my homebrew receiver, built about forty
>>years ago, no long oscillates. It seems to be purely an age-related problem.
>>It is in a standard solid state circuit which bandswitches six crystals, and
>>the other five work just fine.  I wonder what causes a crystal to stop
>>working, and whether it is possible to repair them?  I've "repaired" dead
>>100kHz calibrator crystals, and hamband crystals in FT-243 cases, by
>>cleaning off the brass pressure plates, but am not sure if one can do this
>>on thin high crystals. As I recall, the metal electrodes are evaporated onto
>>the sides of the elemcnt.
>>
>>73,
>>
>>Jim W8ZR
>>
>>_______________________________________________
>>Boatanchors mailing list
>>Boatanchors at theporch.com
>>https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
>_______________________________________________
>Boatanchors mailing list
>Boatanchors at theporch.com
>https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors



From herbrose at comcast.net  Mon Feb 14 18:47:48 2011
From: herbrose at comcast.net (Herbert M. Rosenthal)
Date: Mon, 14 Feb 2011 16:47:48 -0700
Subject: [Boatanchors] When to believe... and when to doubt
Message-ID: <4D59BF24.6090205@comcast.net>

Fellow Anchorites:

Some 2 or 3 days ago, all of a sudden,  my MAC stopped sending and 
receiving email-now this is an older MAC (G3 using older software (OS 
10.2.8 and NETSCAPE). Reason I'm still using it is that it has worked, 
without fail, for many years to send and receive email from our kids in 
San Diego and KC. My external modem was a 14 year old RCA from Radio 
Shack. I called the tech support for my cable, COMCAST, and after a few 
tests, they said they could not  'see' my computer after several trials, 
and they diagnosed the problem as a bad modem. Suggested I buy a new one 
at RS.... well, the Motorola external modem at RS is now $100-I'm still 
thinking a software problem is at fault in this old  MAC-heck, modems 
never wear out.

Wrong! I bit the bullet for the $100 new Motorola because my friend, the 
manager of the local RS said she sells  many modems once they are 10 
years old or so...MBG if that wasn't the problem... Yesterday I called 
COMCAST and their tech installed the new one 'remotely' and immediately 
they saw my computer; I opened my old NETSCAPE and ther they were-117 
emails waiting for me; I then emailed daughter and hooray-an immediate 
response from her.

Who would have thought that a 14 year old modem had crumped? 

I'm a believer now.
Herb W5AN


From gumbear at pacbell.net  Tue Feb 15 13:49:41 2011
From: gumbear at pacbell.net (Arden Allen)
Date: Tue, 15 Feb 2011 10:49:41 -0800
Subject: [Boatanchors] When to believe... and when to doubt
References: <4D59BF24.6090205@comcast.net>
Message-ID: <003c01cbcd41$46a296e0$569d480c@KB6NAX>

> .....Who would have thought that a 14 year old modem had crumped?

I would.  The modem in my previous Win 95 machine died and the computer
would not finish booting up.  I took my computer to an "expert" in the IT
dept. where I worked and after several days of messing with the computer
which included swapping hard drives and upgrading to Win 98 I brought the
computer back home to prepare its funeral.  But one last power up was in
order and for some reason I unplugged the modem card and the computer
finished booting up.  The modem card was the problem all along and no one
had thought to try another until last rites were being performed.  NEVER say
never!  ;-)

Arden Allen
KB6NAX

A lie can travel halfway around the world while
the truth is putting on its shoes. -Mark Twain



From vilgotch at bigpond.net.au  Tue Feb 15 17:12:52 2011
From: vilgotch at bigpond.net.au (Morris Odell)
Date: Wed, 16 Feb 2011 09:12:52 +1100
Subject: [Boatanchors] When to believe... and when to doubt
In-Reply-To: <003c01cbcd41$46a296e0$569d480c@KB6NAX>
References: <4D59BF24.6090205@comcast.net>
	<003c01cbcd41$46a296e0$569d480c@KB6NAX>
Message-ID: <000d01cbcd5d$7f9bf150$7ed3d3f0$@bigpond.net.au>

I'll bet the problem is electrolytics or tantalums. I resurrected an old PC
motherboard that way once. Aged electros are notorious for causing faults in
otherwise reliable modern solid state electronics. There's lots of
discussion of this in other electronics fora on the web.

Yes I know it's OT, but at least it helps list members stay connected

73, Morris

-----Original Message-----
From: boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com
[mailto:boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com] On Behalf Of Arden Allen
Sent: Wednesday, 16 February 2011 5:50 AM
To: Herbert M. Rosenthal; boatanchors at theporch.com
Subject: Re: [Boatanchors] When to believe... and when to doubt

> .....Who would have thought that a 14 year old modem had crumped?

I would.  The modem in my previous Win 95 machine died and the computer
would not finish booting up.  I took my computer to an "expert" in the IT
dept. where I worked and after several days of messing with the computer
which included swapping hard drives and upgrading to Win 98 I brought the
computer back home to prepare its funeral.  But one last power up was in
order and for some reason I unplugged the modem card and the computer
finished booting up.  The modem card was the problem all along and no one
had thought to try another until last rites were being performed.  NEVER say
never!  ;-)

Arden Allen
KB6NAX

A lie can travel halfway around the world while the truth is putting on its
shoes. -Mark Twain

_______________________________________________
Boatanchors mailing list
Boatanchors at theporch.com
https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors



From kd5byb at kd5byb.net  Tue Feb 15 22:14:37 2011
From: kd5byb at kd5byb.net (Ben Hall)
Date: Tue, 15 Feb 2011 21:14:37 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] One RBL-3 difference versus -2 and -5
Message-ID: <4D5B411D.5080607@kd5byb.net>

Good morning all,

Last night I found one major difference between my RBL-3 and the manuals 
I have for the -2 and -5 versions.

The component numbers don't match.  As an example - what is marked on my 
-3 set chassis as being cap C-160 does not correspond to the -2 and -5 
manuals.  On mine, C-160 is a 1uf cap in the RF amp sections, in the -2 
and -5 manuals, C-160 is one of the 4uF power filter caps.

So that is one thing to look out for.  I do have a proper -3 manual on 
the way as of this morning and I anxiously await its arrival.

thanks much and 73,
ben, kd5byb


From WA5CAB at cs.com  Tue Feb 15 22:57:12 2011
From: WA5CAB at cs.com (WA5CAB at cs.com)
Date: Tue, 15 Feb 2011 22:57:12 EST
Subject: [Boatanchors] One RBL-3 difference versus -2 and -5
Message-ID: <1d64e1.31d5b9bf.3a8ca518@cs.com>

That's common between radios otherwise the same built by different 
contractors.  It is, for example, the most significant difference between 
BC-348-HKLR and BC-348-EMOPS (and the equivalent BC-224 models that no one seems ever 
to know about).  And one reason why it's best to have the correct manual or 
schematic instead of a generic one (a la Surplus Conversion/Perversion 
Handbooks but to add insult to injury, the incompetent editors didn't even bother 
to find out that there were several major major differences in the JNQ).

In a message dated 2/15/2011 9:14:56 PM Central Standard Time, 
kd5byb at kd5byb.net writes: 
> Good morning all,
> 
> Last night I found one major difference between my RBL-3 and the manuals 
> I have for the -2 and -5 versions.
> 
> The component numbers don't match.  As an example - what is marked on my 
> -3 set chassis as being cap C-160 does not correspond to the -2 and -5 
> manuals.  On mine, C-160 is a 1uf cap in the RF amp sections, in the -2 
> and -5 manuals, C-160 is one of the 4uF power filter caps.
> 
> So that is one thing to look out for.  I do have a proper -3 manual on 
> the way as of this morning and I anxiously await its arrival.
> 
> thanks much and 73,
> ben, kd5byb

Robert & Susan Downs - Houston
wa5cab dot com (Web Store)
MVPA 9480


From wgdavis at ipass.net  Wed Feb 16 01:04:12 2011
From: wgdavis at ipass.net (WG Davis)
Date: Wed, 16 Feb 2011 01:04:12 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] Vintage Radio
Message-ID: <6.2.3.4.2.20110216005543.0764dbd0@mail.ipass.net>


         There is an

CROSLEY 5V1 Vintage Tube Radio Console c. 1934

Item number:300494074849  on ebay.. Its in California..
Project Radio..

  Tnx,  73    W.G. Davis / K4WGD
   Johnston Co. N.C.  USA

   No Matter Where U go, There U R.. -Confucius 

From jprusso at buffalo.edu  Wed Feb 16 11:34:37 2011
From: jprusso at buffalo.edu (Russo, John)
Date: Wed, 16 Feb 2011 11:34:37 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] Globe Scout 40A Schematic needed
Message-ID: <5371D63D27640248A436D2840DDD7D3B02181561D240@MBCCR1.itorg.ad.buffalo.edu>

Hello Guys,

One more try at obtaining a copy or scan of the WRL Globe Scout 40A transmitter wiring diagram.

Thanks, John  KW2JR



From Scott.Freeberg at bsci.com  Wed Feb 16 16:40:19 2011
From: Scott.Freeberg at bsci.com (Freeberg, Scott (STP))
Date: Wed, 16 Feb 2011 15:40:19 -0600
Subject: [Boatanchors] Speaking of Military, Has Anyone Built a Q5-er ?
In-Reply-To: <mailman.9.1297486055.230.boatanchors@theporch.com>
References: <mailman.9.1297486055.230.boatanchors@theporch.com>
Message-ID: <539FBD7BF7D3AA47A2D97B1003A5901F198CA7B39F@STPEXCMSP08.bsci.bossci.com>

 I recall seeing those articles in CQ or some surplus conversion handbook from back in the 50's or early 60's.  From what I recall it was a HF converter ahead of an ARC5 bcst radio. How well did that work?

On the BC-348, I have what appears to be a lightly if ever used BC-348 sitting in the backroom shelf awaiting restoration.  Looks like new, has the original dynamotor, plus I was able to buy the 348 mount w/power receptacle from a friend!  Can hardly wait to restore it!

73, Scott WA9WFA 


From wf2u at ws19ops.com  Wed Feb 16 18:14:45 2011
From: wf2u at ws19ops.com (Meir WF2U)
Date: Wed, 16 Feb 2011 18:14:45 -0500
Subject: [Boatanchors] Speaking of Military, Has Anyone Built a Q5-er ?
In-Reply-To: <539FBD7BF7D3AA47A2D97B1003A5901F198CA7B39F@STPEXCMSP08.bsci.bossci.com>
References: <mailman.9.1297486055.230.boatanchors@theporch.com>
	<539FBD7BF7D3AA47A2D97B1003A5901F198CA7B39F@STPEXCMSP08.bsci.bossci.com>
Message-ID: <C24C646E00D34AACB76B34E5A9C7F3B5@MBDCONSULTING.LOCAL>

Scott,

 

The Q5-er was actually the beacon band (190  - 550 kHz) receiver, Army
version is the BC-453B, part of the SCR-274-N "Command Set" system, and the
Navy version is the R-23A/ARC-5, part of the AN/ARC-5 system. There are some
differences between the Navy and the Army systems, mainly the
dynamotor/modulator, and some system rack connectors and cabling. The
receivers and transmitters are basically similar.

The IF frequency of the beacon band receivers is 85 kHz, and the coupling
between the IF transformers'  windings  can be set for narrow response,
almost approaching to that of a simple crystal filter. The "Q5-er" receiver
antenna input was simply hooked up to the first IF of a single conversion,
filterless, inexpensive receiver (the only receiver many hams could afford)
for a selective, and in effect bandpass tunable second conversion IF strip,
complete with the 85 kHz BFO and second detector. In some more elaborate
hook-ups, the Q5-er audio output was fed into the original receiver audio
stage for speaker output.  The Q5-er of course was tuned to the IF frequency
of the original receiver, which is typically 455 kHz or in some models other
frequencies close to the common IF frequency. 

 

BC-348's are not as prone to bad capacitors as the BC-312 family. I have
several completely original receivers that work fine with no hot components
and current draw per specs. I just make sure that the dynamotor bearings are
clean and re-lubricate them. A good dynamotor is barely noticeable in
operation.  Good luck with it!

 

73, Meir WF2U

Landrum, SC

 

  _____  

From: boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com
[mailto:boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com] On Behalf Of Freeberg, Scott (STP)
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2011 4:40 PM
To: boatanchors at theporch.com
Subject: [Boatanchors] Speaking of Military, Has Anyone Built a Q5-er ?

 

 I recall seeing those articles in CQ or some surplus conversion handbook
from back in the 50's or early 60's.  From what I recall it was a HF
converter ahead of an ARC5 bcst radio. How well did that work?

On the BC-348, I have what appears to be a lightly if ever used BC-348
sitting in the backroom shelf awaiting restoration.  Looks like new, has the
original dynamotor, plus I was able to buy the 348 mount w/power receptacle
from a friend!  Can hardly wait to restore it!

73, Scott WA9WFA
_______________________________________________
Boatanchors mailing list
Boatanchors at theporch.com
https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors

  _____  

No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3446 - Release Date: 02/15/11



From flasch at eecs.northwestern.edu  Wed Feb 16 12:02:55 2011
From: flasch at eecs.northwestern.edu (Norm Flasch)
Date: Wed, 16 Feb 2011 11:02:55 -0600
Subject: [BoatAnchors] [Boatanchors] When to believe... and when to doubt
In-Reply-To: <000d01cbcd5d$7f9bf150$7ed3d3f0$@bigpond.net.au>
References: <4D59BF24.6090205@comcast.net>	<003c01cbcd41$46a296e0$569d480c@KB6NAX>
	<000d01cbcd5d$7f9bf150$7ed3d3f0$@bigpond.net.au>
Message-ID: <4D5C033F.4030206@eecs.northwestern.edu>


This is the type of capacitor that caused Dell so many problems a few 
years ago.
Hi temp and low ESR.  I saved one of the boards here.  The tops 
literally popped out.
This is the replacement you would use for the Dell's.  MCM has kits 
available as well.

http://www.mcmelectronics.com/product/31-5230

This also happened with some old tube radios.  I have a mid '30's 
Airline console
that blew a cap onto the underside of the wood top and left a very 
interesting pattern.
I think these caps were filled with a liquid.

Norm Flasch
Northwestern University


On 2/15/2011 4:12 PM, Morris Odell wrote:
> I'll bet the problem is electrolytics or tantalums. I resurrected an old PC
> motherboard that way once. Aged electros are notorious for causing faults in
> otherwise reliable modern solid state electronics. There's lots of
> discussion of this in other electronics fora on the web.
>
> Yes I know it's OT, but at least it helps list members stay connected
>
> 73, Morris
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com
> [mailto:boatanchors-bounces at theporch.com] On Behalf Of Arden Allen
> Sent: Wednesday, 16 February 2011 5:50 AM
> To: Herbert M. Rosenthal; boatanchors at theporch.com
> Subject: Re: [Boatanchors] When to believe... and when to doubt
>
>> .....Who would have thought that a 14 year old modem had crumped?
> I would.  The modem in my previous Win 95 machine died and the computer
> would not finish booting up.  I took my computer to an "expert" in the IT
> dept. where I worked and after several days of messing with the computer
> which included swapping hard drives and upgrading to Win 98 I brought the
> computer back home to prepare its funeral.  But one last power up was in
> order and for some reason I unplugged the modem card and the computer
> finished booting up.  The modem card was the problem all along and no one
> had thought to try another until last rites were being performed.  NEVER say
> never!  ;-)
>
> Arden Allen
> KB6NAX
>
> A lie can travel halfway around the world while the truth is putting on its
> shoes. -Mark Twain
>
> _______________________________________________
> Boatanchors mailing list
> Boatanchors at theporch.com
> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
>
> _______________________________________________
> Boatanchors mailing list
> Boatanchors at theporch.com
> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
>




From n5cm at rtconline.com  Wed Feb 16 20:18:10 2011
From: n5cm at rtconline.com (Ken)
Date: Wed, 16 Feb 2011 19:18:10 -0600
Subject: [BoatAnchors] Need socket extender.
Message-ID: <000601cbce40$8aded800$6401a8c0@KEN>

Fellows,

I need a mineature tube socket extender. I am not even sure anyone markets such a extender. But if they are available or anyone has one they
will part with please answer this message. Thanks & take care,

Ken   N5CM




From gumbear at pacbell.net  Wed Feb 16 22:29:06 2011
From: gumbear at pacbell.net (Arden Allen)
Date: Wed, 16 Feb 2011 19:29:06 -0800
Subject: [BoatAnchors] [Boatanchors] When to believe... and when to doubt
References: <4D59BF24.6090205@comcast.net>	<003c01cbcd41$46a296e0$569d480c@KB6NAX><000d01cbcd5d$7f9bf150$7ed3d3f0$@bigpond.net.au>
	<4D5C033F.4030206@eecs.northwestern.edu>
Message-ID: <001801cbce52$deaa8b70$1d9e480c@KB6NAX>

> ......I think these caps were filled with a liquid.

Yep, the first electrolytics were filled with a free flowing liquid
electrolyte.  You could shake them and hear the electrolyte slosh around
inside.  Eventually the electrolyte dried and the cap became an open
circuit.  If one overheated they could blow a geyser up to the ceiling.  By
WW2 so-called dry electrolytics came into fashion, the electrolyte was
impregnated in paper.  No more sloshing and geysers.

Arden Allen
KB6NAX

If you get to thinking you're a person of
some influence, try ordering somebody
else's dog around.  -Will Rogers



From spr at earthlink.net  Wed Feb 16 22:54:12 2011
From: spr at earthlink.net (spr at earthlink.net)
Date: Wed, 16 Feb 2011 19:54:12 -0800 (GMT-08:00)
Subject: [BoatAnchors] [Boatanchors] When to believe... and when to doubt
Message-ID: <5154715.1297914852812.JavaMail.root@mswamui-swiss.atl.sa.earthlink.net>

Hi Arden,

I agree. But wait--that geyser saved the power transformer in a 1935 Westinghouse console of mine (WR-306, for those who care about that kind of thing). The filter cap was next to the type 80 rectifier (not best practice...) so when it flew its top seal, some of the liquid hit the glass envelope of hte tube and cracked it. At this point, it stopped rectifying and nothing further smoked itself.

Peace,

Scott


-----Original Message-----
>From: Arden Allen <gumbear at pacbell.net>
>Sent: Feb 16, 2011 7:29 PM
>To: Norm Flasch <flasch at eecs.northwestern.edu>, boatanchors at theporch.com
>Subject: Re: [BoatAnchors] [Boatanchors] When to believe... and when to doubt
>
>> ......I think these caps were filled with a liquid.
>
>Yep, the first electrolytics were filled with a free flowing liquid
>electrolyte.  You could shake them and hear the electrolyte slosh around
>inside.  Eventually the electrolyte dried and the cap became an open
>circuit.  If one overheated they could blow a geyser up to the ceiling.  By
>WW2 so-called dry electrolytics came into fashion, the electrolyte was
>impregnated in paper.  No more sloshing and geysers.
>
>Arden Allen
>KB6NAX
>
>If you get to thinking you're a person of
>some influence, try ordering somebody
>else's dog around.  -Will Rogers
>
>_______________________________________________
>BoatAnchors mailing list
>BoatAnchors at theporch.com
>https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors



From n6nae at ix.netcom.com  Thu Feb 17 13:54:47 2011
From: n6nae at ix.netcom.com (n6nae at ix.netcom.com)
Date: Thu, 17 Feb 2011 10:54:47 -0800 (GMT-08:00)
Subject: [BoatAnchors] Airplanes and radios
Message-ID: <30187226.1297968888111.JavaMail.root@elwamui-mouette.atl.sa.earthlink.net>

Yesterday I spotted a Beechcraft 18, dismantled, on a flatbed semi rolling down the freeway.  Acres of polished aluminum, lovely.  This got me to searching the web for info on the Twinbeech and I found www.twinbeech.com which has lots of cool stuff on vintage planes and vintage plane radios.  Have a look around, it's worth it.  The humor page has stuff like 'you know your landing gear is up and locked when it takes full power to taxi to the terminal'.  Richard


From wb0eq at yahoo.com  Fri Feb 18 13:42:09 2011
From: wb0eq at yahoo.com (John Sehring)
Date: Fri, 18 Feb 2011 10:42:09 -0800 (PST)
Subject: [BoatAnchors] Source of Surplus HV 'Lytic Caps
Message-ID: <662712.34564.qm@web45616.mail.sp1.yahoo.com>

I recently went thru my collection of personal computer power supplies.  They were culled from discarded PCs that I find at recycling centers or garage sales (most folks'll just give 'em to you to haul away) or from donations to me ("throw that __ into my garbage can please").

I found at two compact electrolytic caps in each one.  All had a 200 V rating and were either 330 or 470 uF.  They could certainly series'd to give a 400 or 600 V rating, at reduced capacitance of course.

Also, lots of toroids in each one (these are all switching-type power supplies).  I don't have any schematics so don't know what frequency(ies) are being generated/filtered  here, so can't guess at type of toroid material.

Also, some have .01 uF caps across the AC input for bypassing, to re-use.

--John  WB0EQ/VE6





From kd5byb at kd5byb.net  Fri Feb 18 14:40:09 2011
From: kd5byb at kd5byb.net (Ben Hall)
Date: Fri, 18 Feb 2011 13:40:09 -0600
Subject: [BoatAnchors] Source of Surplus HV 'Lytic Caps
In-Reply-To: <662712.34564.qm@web45616.mail.sp1.yahoo.com>
References: <662712.34564.qm@web45616.mail.sp1.yahoo.com>
Message-ID: <4D5ECB19.9090506@kd5byb.net>

Hi John and gang,

On 2/18/2011 12:42 PM, John Sehring wrote:
> I found at two compact electrolytic caps in each one.  All had a 200
> V rating and were either 330 or 470 uF.  They could certainly
> series'd to give a 400 or 600 V rating, at reduced capacitance of
> course.

Old power supplies and junk computers are one of my favorite sources of 
parts.  You mention the caps and inductor cores (usually iron powder, 
low frequency, yellow/white color code, <1MHz) - also there is a nice 
bridge rectifier, some power transistors, a heatsink or two, and a fan. 
  The IEC power connector sometimes has a built-in EMi filter and these 
are nice to use in new homebrew equipment, or to replace a damaged or 
unobtanium power connector.

I've built many pieces of homebrew gear into old power supply cases. 
Ironically, my computer power supply tester (a collection of resistors, 
LED's, and a MOSFET to indicate Power Good) is built into an old power 
supply case.  ;)

If you want to have some real fun, it is possible to convert an ATX 
supply into a 13.8 VDC bench power supply.  The web has schematics - 
basically you removed the 5VDC section and rewire the feedback to the 
switching controller to look at the 12 VDC output instead of the 5 VDC 
output.  They work okay - I made one, found it okay, then tossed it when 
an ASTEC MVP series supply landed in my lap.  She'll do 70 amps of 13.8 
VDC in the size of half a shoebox.

I've scrapped out maybe 50 or 60 power supplies - two things you need to 
look out for:

1)  Damaged power supplies - in these cases, you may only want to keep 
the fan and mechanical components.

2)  Excessively cheap supplies - if you look online, you can find ATX 
supplies for less than $10.  They cut costs by using inexpensive 
components.  These may be more trouble than they are worth!

Once you get known as "the guy who will take dead computers" you'll have 
an endless source.  Computers themselves can contain nice parts:

Computer cases are a nice source of sheet steel or aluminum, of varying 
thicknesses depending on the quality of the case.  Good, old Compaq / 
Gateway cases are quite thick!  Too thick to cut with aviation snips. 
If you can work with sheet metal, these can make nice chassis for tube 
equipment.  My BC-221 power supply is made from recycled computer steel.

Motherboards and DB connectors are a great source of threaded 
stand-offs, which are great for elevating a terminal strip up a little 
but from a chassis.

Thanks much,
ben


From dmetz at ntelos.net  Fri Feb 18 22:53:04 2011
From: dmetz at ntelos.net (Dave or Debbie Metz)
Date: Fri, 18 Feb 2011 22:53:04 -0500
Subject: [BoatAnchors] FS some Large Tubes  NOS
Message-ID: <4D5F3EA0.4000801@ntelos.net>

I recently discovered this box of old transmitting tubes & rectifiers-- 
Big stuff.  At the risk of sounding greedy, I want to offer it here 
first because these sure go into some heavy iron. I am skeptical that 
these have any use as the equipment probably long ago went to the scrap 
yard. Best offer over $25 (roughly a buck each) plus Parcel post 
shipping from 24401  All are NOS in original boxes but I have no way to 
test them.  A couple of these sure look weird.  If no interest, maybe I 
can take them to the local tech school and they will probably be the 
first vacuum tubes the kids have ever seen and then if I tell them the 
need for over a 1000v DC, they will probably run away scared

2ea  815
1ea 6484
2ea 5557
1ea 672A
2ea 632B
3ea 814
5ea 829B
4ea 4B24
4ea 481B
1ea 2B7
1ea 2A6
1ea 2B3
-- 

73's
Dave KJ4JX


From gumbear at pacbell.net  Sat Feb 19 01:12:44 2011
From: gumbear at pacbell.net (Arden Allen)
Date: Fri, 18 Feb 2011 22:12:44 -0800
Subject: [BoatAnchors] Source of Surplus HV 'Lytic Caps
References: <662712.34564.qm@web45616.mail.sp1.yahoo.com>
	<4D5ECB19.9090506@kd5byb.net>
Message-ID: <002601cbcffc$106761b0$c69d480c@KB6NAX>

Another useful component from computer power supplies is the input balun,
the transformer looking thingy for keeping switching noise from going out
the power cord. It also helps to keep high frequency power line noise out of
the computer, which as you know, can mess up digital circuits.  Harvest the
line bypass caps and filter for your next home brew project that power line
noise rejection would benefit from.

Arden Allen
KB6NAX

Adopt a shelter dog,
save an innocent life,
and make a friend forever =:-)




From dmetz at ntelos.net  Sat Feb 19 13:23:24 2011
From: dmetz at ntelos.net (Dave or Debbie Metz)
Date: Sat, 19 Feb 2011 13:23:24 -0500
Subject: [BoatAnchors] FS some Large Tubes  NOS   SOLD
Message-ID: <4D600A9C.7000605@ntelos.net>

Thanks to all who responded but they are now sold.

73's
dave
-- 
Dave Metz   cell 540 292 8864
Debbie Metz cell 540 290 1614
Home:  540 885 7914
Realtor email: metzrealtors at gmail dot com


From infomet at embarqmail.com  Sat Feb 19 13:12:31 2011
From: infomet at embarqmail.com (Wilson Lamb)
Date: Sat, 19 Feb 2011 13:12:31 -0500
Subject: [BoatAnchors] BoatAnchors Digest, Vol 2, Issue 6
References: <mailman.0.1298138400.65757.boatanchors@theporch.com>
Message-ID: <F9322B65CA2E4E34988B825F35610289@wilsonspc>

http://www.wikihow.com/Convert-a-Computer-ATX-Power-Supply-to-a-Lab-Power-Supply

http://web2.murraystate.edu/andy.batts/ps/POWERSUPPLY.HTM

http://www.instructables.com/id/ATX--%3E-Lab-Bench-Power-Supply-Conversion/

http://www.instructables.com/id/Convert-an-ATX-Power-Supply-Into-a-Regular-DC-Powe/

http://www.marcee.org/Articles/PCPowerSupply.htm

http://www.dxzone.com/cgi-bin/dir/jump2.cgi?ID=17768


----- Original Message ----- 
From: <boatanchors-request at theporch.com>
To: <boatanchors at theporch.com>
Sent: Saturday, February 19, 2011 1:00 PM
Subject: BoatAnchors Digest, Vol 2, Issue 6


> Send BoatAnchors mailing list submissions to
> boatanchors at theporch.com
>
> To subscribe or unsubscribe via the World Wide Web, visit
> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
> or, via email, send a message with subject or body 'help' to
> boatanchors-request at theporch.com
>
> You can reach the person managing the list at
> boatanchors-owner at theporch.com
>
> When replying, please edit your Subject line so it is more specific
> than "Re: Contents of BoatAnchors digest..."
>


--------------------------------------------------------------------------------


> Today's Topics:
>
>   1. Source of Surplus HV 'Lytic Caps (John Sehring)
>   2. Re: Source of Surplus HV 'Lytic Caps (Ben Hall)
>   3. FS some Large Tubes  NOS (Dave or Debbie Metz)
>   4. Re: Source of Surplus HV 'Lytic Caps (Arden Allen)
>


--------------------------------------------------------------------------------


> _______________________________________________
> BoatAnchors mailing list
> BoatAnchors at theporch.com
> https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors
> 



From ddillman at igc.org  Sat Feb 19 23:08:47 2011
From: ddillman at igc.org (Richard Dillman)
Date: Sat, 19 Feb 2011 20:08:47 -0800 (GMT-08:00)
Subject: [BoatAnchors] New Ship for KSM
Message-ID: <4510067.1298174927700.JavaMail.root@elwamui-lapwing.atl.sa.earthlink.net>


The ships we work at KSM are usually old friends such as SS AMERICAN VICTORY/KKUI.  But three weeks ago near the end of my shift I heard YLFB calling on 12Mc.  He was clearly a professional op, not someone fooling around.  He had a good signal and a fast bug. 

He's called every Saturday since then, always with a good signal.

It turns out he's on F/V STENDE a Latvian registered fishing vessel operating off the coast of Mauritania.  Not a bad hop from the west coast of Africa to San Francisco!  R/O Vitaliy Zazovskiy has written to say how much he enjoys and appreciates the opportunity to work KSM since he loves the short waves.  Likewise, OM!

Today when he called I was ready for him and was QTC1.  It took a bit for him to realize I had one on the hook for hem but then he was QRV.  It was good to be able to enter S1 in the log next to the call of a new ship for KSM.

VY 73,

RD

=================================
Richard Dillman
Chief Operator, Coast Station KSM
Maritime Radio Historical Society
http://www.radiomarine.org
=================================


From arc5 at ix.netcom.com  Sun Feb 20 10:14:46 2011
From: arc5 at ix.netcom.com (David Stinson)
Date: Sun, 20 Feb 2011 09:14:46 -0600
Subject: [BoatAnchors] On Displaying FS and FA...
Message-ID: <A4B3F3A6094B4C2486BBAB5FA31501A2@DaddyPC>

Respectfully ( I don't know who the seller is):
Be aware of your background when taking photos for a listing.
A rust-covered surface will give the potential buyer 
a negative impression:

http://cgi.ebay.com/220739745078

I respectfully suggest re-taking the photo with a light background.


From arc5 at ix.netcom.com  Sun Feb 20 11:06:01 2011
From: arc5 at ix.netcom.com (David Stinson)
Date: Sun, 20 Feb 2011 10:06:01 -0600
Subject: [BoatAnchors] SRR-5-B Set ... As a Kit?
Message-ID: <A74262E9A0D44992A350D111B8FE58AE@DaddyPC>

Can anyone tell me about a set known as SRR-5-B?
A friend has found one.  All the major componants are
mounted inside, but no wiring or point-to-point parts
have been installed.  Anything about this set would 
be appreciated.  Thanks.



From wb0eq at yahoo.com  Sun Feb 20 13:31:18 2011
From: wb0eq at yahoo.com (John Sehring)
Date: Sun, 20 Feb 2011 10:31:18 -0800 (PST)
Subject: [BoatAnchors] PC power supplies
Message-ID: <52023.85727.qm@web45615.mail.sp1.yahoo.com>

Thanks, Wilson, for all those nifty links for using PC power supplies for other purposes.  I've saved them all for future reference.

--John WB0EQ




From wb0eq at yahoo.com  Sun Feb 20 14:24:42 2011
From: wb0eq at yahoo.com (John Sehring)
Date: Sun, 20 Feb 2011 11:24:42 -0800 (PST)
Subject: [BoatAnchors] PC power suppy mods
Message-ID: <626771.36697.qm@web45612.mail.sp1.yahoo.com>

One more thing I noticed when modifying PC power supplies...

I took the fan out of each one.  Just now noted that some fans have three wires (black, red, yellow) instead of two.  I guessing that the former came from PS's that had a temperature-driven fan speed control (ususally on a small separate board).  I'm further guessing that this might allow access to armature & field windings individually?

Q:  How to wire the 3-lead fans to get, say, full speed (or less)?

Now since I'll be using these fans to cool some of my BA's (e.g. my Drake T-4 xmtr), I'm claiming that as mandatory BA note contents!

Thanks.

--John WB0EQ




From garygarlic at earthlink.net  Sun Feb 20 15:05:41 2011
From: garygarlic at earthlink.net (Gary Woods)
Date: Sun, 20 Feb 2011 15:05:41 -0500
Subject: [BoatAnchors] PC power suppy mods
In-Reply-To: <626771.36697.qm@web45612.mail.sp1.yahoo.com>
References: <626771.36697.qm@web45612.mail.sp1.yahoo.com>
Message-ID: <5us2m6ps9qtacn9htcmpj86pbtb4th20mh@4ax.com>

On Sun, 20 Feb 2011 11:24:42 -0800 (PST), you wrote:

>I'm further guessing that this might allow access to armature & field windings individually?
Probably not, since these are pretty universally brushless motors; I'd
guess the separate wires are for high and low.  Mine at least seems to have
just two speeds.
Gary Woods AKA K2AHC- PGP key on request, or at home.earthlink.net/~garygarlic
Zone 5/4 in upstate New York, 1420' elevation. NY WO G


From wa5jci at flash.net  Sun Feb 20 15:35:44 2011
From: wa5jci at flash.net (WA5JCI)
Date: Sun, 20 Feb 2011 14:35:44 -0600
Subject: [BoatAnchors] PC power suppy mods
In-Reply-To: <5us2m6ps9qtacn9htcmpj86pbtb4th20mh@4ax.com>
References: <626771.36697.qm@web45612.mail.sp1.yahoo.com>
	<5us2m6ps9qtacn9htcmpj86pbtb4th20mh@4ax.com>
Message-ID: <312944.65016.qm@smtp109.sbc.mail.gq1.yahoo.com>

15 or more years ago I bought three 5 Volt, 100 Amp power supplies at 
$5 each at the Dallas sidewalk sale. I wasn't sure if I could get 
them to work as a 12 Volt power supply so I only bought three. They 
were removed from some unknown main frame and very heavy. With a 
little creative work they made an excellent 12 Volt power supply when 
connected in series.

One of the best bargains I've run across.

de Pete WA5JCI





At 02:05 PM 2/20/2011, Gary Woods wrote:
>On Sun, 20 Feb 2011 11:24:42 -0800 (PST), you wrote:
>
> >I'm further guessing that this might allow access to armature & 
> field windings individually?
>Probably not, since these are pretty universally brushless motors; I'd
>guess the separate wires are for high and low.  Mine at least seems to have
>just two speeds.
>Gary Woods AKA K2AHC- PGP key on request, or at home.earthlink.net/~garygarlic
>Zone 5/4 in upstate New York, 1420' elevation. NY WO G
>_______________________________________________
>BoatAnchors mailing list
>BoatAnchors at theporch.com
>https://minime.theporch.com/mailman/listinfo/boatanchors



From shriver1 at comcast.net  Sun Feb 20 16:30:23 2011
From: shriver1 at comcast.net (Shriver)
Date: Sun, 20 Feb 2011 16:30:23 -0500
Subject: [BoatAnchors] PC fan wiring
In-Reply-To: <626771.36697.qm@web45612.mail.sp1.yahoo.com>
References: <626771.36697.qm@web45612.mail.sp1.yahoo.com>
Message-ID: <4D6187EF.2090202@comcast.net>

The three-wire fans have a third wire that's either a tachometer pin, or 
is a pulse-width-modulation speed control pin.  There are four-wire fans 
that have both.

The tach will give typically one or two pulses per revolution.

The PWM input is normally run at 25kHz, and the duty cycle controls the 
fan speed.

There are controller chips that let you monitor the tach to determine 
speed and detect dead fans, and thermal diode inputs that control a PWM 
output through a lookup table.

If there's a part number on the fan, you can usually find the data sheet 
somewhere on the Internet.




From provero at ct.metrocast.net  Sun Feb 20 18:29:21 2011
From: provero at ct.metrocast.net (P.J. Rovero)
Date: Sun, 20 Feb 2011 18:29:21 -0500
Subject: [BoatAnchors] SRR-5-B Set ... As a Kit?
Message-ID: <53116.1298244561@ct.metrocast.net>

 On Sun 02/20/11 11:06 , "David Stinson" arc5 at ix.netcom.com sent:
> Can anyone tell me about a set known as SRR-5-B?
> A friend has found one.  All the major componants are
> mounted inside, but no wiring or point-to-point parts
> have been installed.  Anything about this set would 
> be appreciated.  Thanks.

The AN/SRR-5 is a "Radiation Monitor" or "Radiation Meter"
type receiver.  Not for nuclear/ionizing radiation, but
for transmitted RF.

Manufactured by Stoddart Aircraft Radio (and maybe others),
FSN 6625-643-2824, used by both Army and Navy.

"The Radiation Monitor AN/SRR-5 is designed to provide a means of
visual indication of actual radiated Radio Frequency energy on the
fundamental transmitter frequency."

Receives AM and CW, 7 steps of attenuation.

There's a picture and some basic data in the 94200_1_05-3.pdf doc at 
www.navy-radio.com/manuals/94200/94200_1_05-3.pdf
 
P.J. "Josh" Rovero        Ham Radio:  KK1D
ABC:  9277                   1985 BMW R80RT
Web:     http://www.roveroresearch.org


From knjhanlon at msn.com  Mon Feb 21 16:48:07 2011
From: knjhanlon at msn.com (JAMES HANLON)
Date: Mon, 21 Feb 2011 14:48:07 -0700
Subject: [BoatAnchors] Old military equipment?
In-Reply-To: <1ae076.1dd369eb.3a92e65b@aol.com>
References: <1ae076.1dd369eb.3a92e65b@aol.com>
Message-ID: <SNT106-DS2204EC150304CD5DD84CA9A0D90@phx.gbl>

Jerry,

Personally I know nothing about the ARC54.  I am forwarding your note to the Boatanchors Reflector.  There are folks on that reflector who may know something or who may be able to forward it in turn to a Military Radio Reflector where you might get some help.

73,

Jim Hanlon, W8KGI
  ----- Original Message ----- 
  From: JWink38223 at aol.com<mailto:JWink38223 at aol.com> 
  To: w8kgi at arrl.net<mailto:w8kgi at arrl.net> 
  Sent: Sunday, February 20, 2011 2:49 PM
  Subject: Old military equipment?


  Hello Jim:  Ran across your article in a Jan2009  QST while reorganizing most of

  my QSTs!  Recently I purchased an ARC54/RT-348 FM transceiver from

  Fair Radio, Lima, Ohio. and they also sent me a little info from the ARC54  TM,

  but really not enough to get things off the ground!!  The unit really needs the

  control unit which they don't have!!  And of course the problem is where to

  connect an antenna and so on.  However with the info they sent (at my request)

  I can connect power (+27.5 VDC), grounds, etc.  And some of those pins

  on rear connector must go to antenna, mike, etc.  Without the control I mentioned

  the tuning is a little complicated, but can be done.  The units three tubes check

  out OK on my tube checker.  What would be really helpful is a complete schematic

  of what I have!!  The units frequency range is what I am interested in,  I think it

  starts at 30 MHz and goes well above 60 MHz.

  Would appreciate any information!!  And have not fired the unit up as yet!!

  Jerry Winkler,  WB5MPJ
  jwink38223 at aol.com<mailto:jwink38223 at aol.com>
  16015 Buccaneer Ln
  Houston, 77062

  (graduated from the Signal Corps School, Ft Monmouth, back in 1959)

From wb0eq at yahoo.com  Mon Feb 21 17:15:40 2011
From: wb0eq at yahoo.com (John Sehring)
Date: Mon, 21 Feb 2011 14:15:40 -0800 (PST)
Subject: [BoatAnchors] Motorola paper
Message-ID: <865310.16130.qm@web45614.mail.sp1.yahoo.com>

Hello All,

I found a made-for-Motorola FM signal generator, model T01034-C and saved it from the dump. 

It was made for Moto by Measurements Corp. (Boonton NJ).  A beautifully-made piece of equipment, a mechanical & electronic marvel.  Covers 25-960 FM commo bands.  Lots of silver-plated pieces for shielding & stability.  I checked it and it's still spot on.  All tubes of course.

I suspect that Measurements Co. may well have sold the identical instrument under its own name, possibly under same part number.

I have a high quality copy of the operator manual with parts list & highly readable schematic.  It's part # 68P81021A90, issue A, dated 4/9/65-UP.  Schematic ison two 10x17" sheets & schematic/parts list for the "IF Oscillator", F Band deviation correction curve (A-999-A), Second Harmonic Calibration chart for 890-960 MHz band (A-997-D), and E Band deviation correction curve (A-9602-A).

Sadly, it contains NO service info at all; this unit has a lot of adjustments.  There isn't even a voltage chart that might help me deduce at least some of the alignment procedures.

What I need is the *calibration* procedure.  Anyone? 

(I could easily make a nice copy of the instruction manual for anyone who's interested.)

--John WB0EQ






From esieb at sympatico.ca  Mon Feb 21 22:18:09 2011
From: esieb at sympatico.ca (Ed Sieb)
Date: Mon, 21 Feb 2011 22:18:09 -0500
Subject: [BoatAnchors] Motorola paper
In-Reply-To: <865310.16130.qm@web45614.mail.sp1.yahoo.com>
Message-ID: <BLU0-SMTP2532DE30A08D2B847844D0C9D80@phx.gbl>

Your Motorola  Sig Genny is  a variant of the Measurements Model 80.

Ed, VA3ES
-------------------------------------------------------------------
John Sehring wrote:
I found a made-for-Motorola FM signal generator, model T01034-C and saved it from the
dump.
It was made for Moto by Measurements Corp. (Boonton NJ).  A beautifully-made piece of
equipment, a mechanical & electronic marvel.  Covers 25-960 FM commo bands.  Lots of
silver-plated pieces for shielding & stability.  I checked it and it's still spot on.  All
tubes of course.
I suspect that Measurements Co. may well have sold the identical instrument under its own
name, possibly under same part number.



From wb0eq at yahoo.com  Tue Feb 22 16:22:11 2011
From: wb0eq at yahoo.com (John Sehring)
Date: Tue, 22 Feb 2011 13:22:11 -0800 (PST)
Subject: [BoatAnchors] Motorola FM signal generator
Message-ID: <422101.95482.qm@web45611.mail.sp1.yahoo.com>

Please excuse typo on Motorola FM signal generator, it is:  T-1034-C

>Your Motorola  Sig Genny is  a variant of the Measurements Model 80.

Thank!  I have a full ops & service manual for the Model 80.  Yes, I can see the basic design but it's much more complex in the FM version, which has many more circuits to make pure FM.




From wb0eq at yahoo.com  Tue Feb 22 17:48:02 2011
From: wb0eq at yahoo.com (John Sehring)
Date: Tue, 22 Feb 2011 14:48:02 -0800 (PST)
Subject: [BoatAnchors] Moto FM signal generator - more
Message-ID: <667764.68387.qm@web45601.mail.sp1.yahoo.com>

I took your suggestion a step further & quickly found the follow-on model of the Moto T-1034-C FM signal generator.  It is the Moto S-1318!  Found PDF file of manual.  (Google is good & thanks to W0MTU.)

It has the same tube-based circuitry and some has been sand-stated.  However, the circuit functions are the same, adjustments are ditto & complete alignment data is included.  I'm in fat city.

Thanks again, Ed.

--John WB0EQ

> Your Motorola  Sig Genny is  a variant of the Measurements Model 80.

> Ed, VA3ES




From ranickel at comcast.net  Tue Feb 22 17:52:39 2011
From: ranickel at comcast.net (Robert Nickels)
Date: Tue, 22 Feb 2011 16:52:39 -0600
Subject: [BoatAnchors] Looking for info - Bendix
Message-ID: <4D643E37.2010306@comcast.net>

Looking for any info about the Bendix 3801 Communications System for 
aviation use.   Consists of model 3103 Receiver and 3006 Transmitter in 
a common enclosure.    Pics here:  
http://smg.photobucket.com/albums/v652/ranickel/Bendix/

This set provides 2-way comms on the old 3-6 mhz aero HF band as well as 
beacon band receive.  The transmitter uses a 12SK7 driving a 1625 and 
operated both phone and CW.

I have the "RF unit" that was cabled to another unit that included the 
receiver IF and audio, power supply, and modulator.  I doubt I'll ever 
find one but a schematic would go a long way toward helping to build a 
duplicate.  Thanks!

73, Bob W9RAN


From n7rk at cox.net  Tue Feb 22 19:30:40 2011
From: n7rk at cox.net (David Hollander)
Date: Tue, 22 Feb 2011 17:30:40 -0700
Subject: [BoatAnchors] BC-779 Name Plates
Message-ID: <4D645530.4050606@cox.net>

I received this e-mail from JA1WJ and I am not aware of these name plates.

Can anyone help Zenya with info as to whether or not these are still
available?

Tnx and 73,

Dave N7RK



From w1ksz at q.com  Tue Feb 22 22:01:00 2011
From: w1ksz at q.com (Richard Solomon)
Date: Tue, 22 Feb 2011 20:01:00 -0700
Subject: [BoatAnchors] Phoenix Surplus Sites
Message-ID: <BLU0-SMTP188084A2ECEF3A9FD883068E0DB0@phx.gbl>

Going up to the Scottsdale Fest on Friday. Any surplus sites worth visiting
up there ?

73, Dick, W1KSZ

ps: That's in Arizona



From anchor at ec.rr.com  Wed Feb 23 09:16:28 2011
From: anchor at ec.rr.com (Al Parker)
Date: Wed, 23 Feb 2011 09:16:28 -0500
Subject: [BoatAnchors] [Boatanchors] BC-342
In-Reply-To: <AANLkTin480yMCtFFKLP+kJPP60XpRVZvS60JzxapZj-p@mail.gmail.com>
References: <AANLkTin480yMCtFFKLP+kJPP60XpRVZvS60JzxapZj-p@mail.gmail.com>
Message-ID: <4D6516BC.3060804@ec.rr.com>

I chip it off with the tip of a small jackknife.  That's a must if using 
a small tipped solder sucker like my Hakko.  Otherwise the tip gets 
clogged with about every suck.
73,

Al, W8UT
www.boatanchors.org
www.hammarlund.info

"There is nothing -- absolutely nothing -- half so much
worth doing as simply messing about in boats"
Ratty, to Mole

On 2/23/2011 9:02 AM, Ben Loper wrote:
> I aquired a BC-342 yesterday , the name plate says R-336 and it looks
> like a modified R-342.  It has MFP all over it and if I remember
> correctly trying to solder through MFP makes a mess, what is the best
> way to remove MFP from solder joints
>


From WA5CAB at cs.com  Wed Feb 23 10:50:21 2011
From: WA5CAB at cs.com (WA5CAB at cs.com)
Date: Wed, 23 Feb 2011 10:50:21 EST
Subject: [BoatAnchors] [Boatanchors] BC-342
Message-ID: <13925a.3061d318.3a9686bd@cs.com>

Some years ago, I researched MFP solvent.  And found two or three sources.  
Unfortunately the minimum order was something like 20 gallons and cost 
several hundred dollars.  The only practical removal method is mechanical.  And 
after half a century the best tool I've found is one of those soldering 
accessories marketed under tradenames like "Solder Helper".  The ones with a 
hexagonal wood handle.  Out of one end sticks a metal rod with a flat on one 
side and a tapered and rounded point.  Rod may be straight or bent at about 30 
degrees.  The bent one usually works best.  I've seen them in two rod 
diameters, about 3/16" and about 1/8" diameter.  Out of the other end is another 
rod of the same diameter terminated in a brush or a slot (for bending wire) 
or maybe other things.

I thought that I had some information on the R-336 but what I have turns 
out to cover the OA-65/MRC-2 (another BC-342 modification).  

In a message dated 2/23/2011 8:16:35 AM Central Standard Time, 
anchor at ec.rr.com writes: 
> I chip it off with the tip of a small jackknife.  That's a must if using 
> a small tipped solder sucker like my Hakko.  Otherwise the tip gets 
> clogged with about every suck.
> 73,
> 
> Al, W8UT
> www.boatanchors.org
> www.hammarlund.info
> 
> "There is nothing -- absolutely nothing -- half so much
> worth doing as simply messing about in boats"
> Ratty, to Mole
> 

Robert & Susan Downs - Houston
wa5cab dot com (Web Store)
MVPA 9480


From WA5CAB at cs.com  Wed Feb 23 16:58:18 2011
From: WA5CAB at cs.com (WA5CAB at cs.com)
Date: Wed, 23 Feb 2011 16:58:18 EST
Subject: [BoatAnchors] MFP (was[Boatanchors] BC-342
Message-ID: <14f197.227c8ccb.3a96dcfa@cs.com>

Richard,

I don't.  All that I recall is that I only turned up one vendor and that it 
was purpose mixed, not a generic.  A similar search today again turned up 
MIL-V-173C as the late 20th Century spec.  But not the after-application 
solvent for removal.

To maybe answer another question or comment today (about arsenic), my 
search also turned up a Dr. Barry Ornitz reply on a list I'm not familar with.  
He does not mention arsenic.

*********************
From: "Barry Ornitz" <ornitz at usa.net>
Newsgroups: rec.antiques.radio+phono
Subject: Re: voltage rating of enameled wire?
Date: Sat, 6 Jan 2001 20:29:53 -0500

"Gene Warner" <warn at ridgenet.net> wrote in message
news:938ea7$i2v$2 at delphi.ridgenet.net...
> Wasn't the stuff applied to bare copper wires for motor and tranformer
> windings actually called Glyptal? At least most all Govt. Specs called
> for it. I recall ontime looking up the Glyptal Specification and I think
> the dialectric strength exceeded plain electrical varnish by quite a few
> hundreds of volts. The Glyptal I am familar with came out of the can red
> in color. It is also what gives gives the innards of well used govt.
> electronics that distinctive oder. They even sprayed the stuff on
> pre-insulated under chassis wiring primarily to tropicalize the
> equipment. Perhaps if Zenith and other mfgs. had put it on their rubber
> insulated wiring we restorers wouldn't be
> gnashing out teeth today over crumbling insulation.
> R\Gene

Glyptal is merely a trade name for an alkyd varnish.  The name comes from
GLYcerin and PhThALic acid which were combined in a condensation
polymerization to produce the raw resin.  Its voltage rating is no higher
than regular alkyd varnish.  The red color is often obtained by adding red
lead.

The tropical coating is known as MPF, moisture and fungus proofing.  It was
originally an alkyd varnish to which had been added copper naphthnate as an
anti-fungus agent.
Today if you want to recreate this look, especially with military
equipment, use urethane varnish to which has been added some yellow and
green dye.

 *******************************

In a message dated 2/23/2011 9:57:17 AM Central Standard Time, 
1oldlens1 at ix.netcom.com writes: 
> ----- Original Message ----- 
> From: <WA5CAB at cs.com>
> To: <boatanchors at mailman.qth.net>; 
> <boatanchors at theporch.com>
> Sent: Wednesday, February 23, 2011 7:50 AM
> Subject: Re: [Boatanchors] BC-342
> 
> 
> >Some years ago, I researched MFP solvent.  And found two 
> >or three sources.
> >Unfortunately the minimum order was something like 20 
> >gallons and cost
> >several hundred dollars.  The only practical removal 
> >method is mechanical.  And
> >after half a century the best tool I've found is one of 
> >those soldering
> >accessories marketed under tradenames like "Solder 
> >Helper".  The ones with a
> >hexagonal wood handle.  Out of one end sticks a metal rod 
> >with a flat on one
> >side and a tapered and rounded point.  Rod may be straight 
> >or bent at about 30
> >degrees.  The bent one usually works best.  I've seen them 
> >in two rod
> >diameters, about 3/16" and about 1/8" diameter.  Out of 
> >the other end is another
> >rod of the same diameter terminated in a brush or a slot 
> >(for bending wire)
> >or maybe other things.
> >
>       Have you any memory of what the solvent was or was it 
> not a generic one? I have never found anything that takes 
> the stuff off easily. Paint rememover will eventually get it 
> off but it may take many hours of repeated application, 
> certainly not very practical for wiring. Most of the time 
> the soldering iron will burn it off but then you must clean 
> the residue.
> 
> 
> --
> Richard Knoppow
> Los Angeles
> WB6KBL
> dickburk at ix.netcom.com 
> 

Robert Downs - Houston
wa5cab dot com (Web Store)
MVPA 9480


From WA5CAB at cs.com  Wed Feb 23 19:47:35 2011
From: WA5CAB at cs.com (WA5CAB at cs.com)
Date: Wed, 23 Feb 2011 19:47:35 EST
Subject: [BoatAnchors] [Boatanchors] MFP (was BC-342
Message-ID: <157792.3f8c2ac4.3a9704a7@cs.com>

I'm sure you are correct.  One further recollection about the commercial 
removal solvent is that it was moderately dangerous to use.  Maybe not 
suitable for the kitchen counter.  I don't recall anything other than that I think 
you had to be very careful not to get any of it on your skin.  I also never 
pursued finding out whether it was intended for use on the early or the 
later formula of MFP, because of the cost (or actually the minimum order 
quantity).

In a message dated 2/23/2011 4:17:58 PM Central Standard Time, 
jfor at quik.com writes: 
> It may well be that the MFP coating contains solids and a solvent. After
> application, the solvent evaporates and the solids polymerize. After
> polymerization, the material is no longer soluable in the original
> solvent. In such cases, a far more aggressive solvent may be needed to
> remove the set-up coating.
> 
> Certainly modern epoxy paints are like that. You can thin them and clean
> up with a common solvent (xylene, acetone, MEK) but once set are nearly
> impossible to dissolve.
> 
> FWIW,
> 
> -John
> 
> ================
> 
> 
> 
> >Richard,
> >
> >I don't.  All that I recall is that I only turned up one vendor and that
> >it
> >was purpose mixed, not a generic.  A similar search today again turned up
> >MIL-V-173C as the late 20th Century spec.  But not the after-application
> >solvent for removal.
> >
> 

Robert & Susan Downs - Houston
wa5cab dot com (Web Store)
MVPA 9480


From arc5 at ix.netcom.com  Fri Feb 25 23:23:24 2011
From: arc5 at ix.netcom.com (David Stinson)
Date: Fri, 25 Feb 2011 22:23:24 -0600
Subject: [BoatAnchors] BC-342 Parts Needed.
Message-ID: <55F65CA616A348CCB0CC69F0CBEBA40B@DaddyPC>

Can anyone help this fellow?
Please contact him:
Gus Schabas KC4JVE <kc4jve at yahoo.com>

----- Original Message ----- 
From: "Gus Schabas KC4JVE" <no-reply at qth.com>

> I just got a BC-342-N, I need front panel parts, more 
> especifically, the knob that controls the crytal 
> filter, some of the locks and maybe, the frquency 
> redout window. Oh, 2 of the toilet seat headphone jack 
> covers too.
> Also, if you want to get rid of any military HF ONLY 
> receivers that you may have.
> Thank you!
> Gus,73.



From kd5byb at kd5byb.net  Sat Feb 26 20:16:47 2011
From: kd5byb at kd5byb.net (Ben Hall)
Date: Sat, 26 Feb 2011 19:16:47 -0600
Subject: [BoatAnchors] Motor Run Capacitors in Power Supplies?
Message-ID: <4D69A5FF.4040106@kd5byb.net>

Good evening all,

A long time ago I was given a box of assorted electronic parts.  One of 
the things in there was a 660VAC motor run capacitor.  I happened across 
it looking for something else.  ;)

Interestingly, I just got done putting together two 450VDC / 47uF caps 
with leakage equalizing resistors to replace a 600VDC electrolytic.

Anyone ever used a motor run capacitor as a replacement for an HV 
electrolytic?

Interestingly, I tossed it onto the HV power supply with a 1M series 
resistor and noted that the leakage current was quite low - less than 
10uA.  That's better than some modern electrolytics I've measured.

thanks much and 73,
ben, kd5byb


From infomet at embarqmail.com  Sun Feb 27 14:19:50 2011
From: infomet at embarqmail.com (Wilson Lamb)
Date: Sun, 27 Feb 2011 14:19:50 -0500
Subject: [BoatAnchors] Motor Run Capacitors in Power Supplies?
References: <4D69A5FF.4040106@kd5byb.net>
Message-ID: <B1CE8EE5624A4583BDF4108204CAA69D@wilsonspc>

Should be good for 1500V or so.
WL
----- Original Message ----- 
From: "Ben Hall" <kd5byb at kd5byb.net>
To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors at theporch.com>
Sent: Saturday, February 26, 2011 8:16 PM
Subject: [BoatAnchors] Motor Run Capacitors in Power Supplies?


> Good evening all,
> 
> A long time ago I was given a box of assorted electronic parts.  One of 
> the things in there was a 660VAC motor run capacitor.  I happened across 
> it looking for something else.  ;)
> 
> Interestingly, I just got done putting together two 450VDC / 47uF caps 
> with leakage equalizing resistors to replace a 600VDC electrolytic.
> 
> Anyone ever used a motor run capacitor as a replacement for an HV 
> electrolytic?
> 
> Interestingly, I tossed it onto the HV power supply with a 1M series 
> resistor and noted that the leakage current was quite low - less than 
> 10uA.  That's better than some modern electrolytics I've measured.
> 
> thanks much and 73,
> ben, kd5byb
> 
>


From jerry7proc at yahoo.com  Sun Feb 27 14:56:27 2011
From: jerry7proc at yahoo.com (Jerry Proc)
Date: Sun, 27 Feb 2011 11:56:27 -0800 (PST)
Subject: [BoatAnchors] FWD: Alan Turing's Papers
Message-ID: <382112.52827.qm@web112319.mail.gq1.yahoo.com>

[Beginning of forwarded content]

Good news for Bletchley Park.

LONDON (AP)  Papers relating to codebreaker and computer pioneer Alan Turing will go to a British museum after the National Heritage Memorial Fund stepped in to help buy them for the nation.

The complete article can be viewed at:
http://www.latimes.com/news/nationworld/nation/wire/sns-bc-eu--britain-codebreakersarchive,0,1325916.story

Best regards,   Tom

Tom Perera - W1TP
Email: MorseCode at w1tp.com
Enigma Museum: http://w1tp.com/enigma
Telegraph Museum: http://w1tp.com

[End of forwarded content]

--
Regards,
Jerry Proc
E-mail: jerry7proc at yahoo.com




From jerry7proc at yahoo.com  Sun Feb 27 15:49:43 2011
From: jerry7proc at yahoo.com (Jerry Proc)
Date: Sun, 27 Feb 2011 12:49:43 -0800 (PST)
Subject: [BoatAnchors] ARC552 Radio Repackaged?
Message-ID: <364807.94260.qm@web112318.mail.gq1.yahoo.com>

Hello Everyone,

I am working closely with a researcher in Holland. He is trying to get a positive ID on the UHF radio used in the F-104G Starfighter. He has   presented me with a photo and other nameplate images  which I cannnot relate to anything at this time. The radio was made by Van der Heem Electronics in the Netherlands.  

Here is the problem: At my web site, I have the ARC-552 radio documented part way down document http://jproc.ca/rrp/rrp2/1980s_vhfuhf_trans.html and complete with NATO stock numbers.This is the Canadian version of the ARC 52 and built by Collins Radio Canada. The control head is not an integral part of the radio. It has only been placed on top of the chassis. So that establishes what I know about it.  

Now turing to Holland. Here is the photo of the ARC-552 made by Van der Heem Electronics and built under licence from Collins.
http://jproc.ca/test/vdh_arc552.jpg.
The corner of the radio has a chamfer because it fits into a larger  enclosure with a semicircular lid along with other devices similarily packaged.

One of the nameplate photos I received indicates a Collins 618W-2B. Does anyone have a photo of that radio or at any 618W style chassis? That might be a useful clue.  

So the bottom line question is:
Is the Van der Heem Electronics ARC552, simply a *repackaged* version of the Collins Canada ARC552? 

If I can get this sorted out, I will document it. 

--
Regards,
Jerry Proc
E-mail: jerry7proc at yahoo.com




From garygarlic at earthlink.net  Sun Feb 27 19:32:04 2011
From: garygarlic at earthlink.net (Gary Woods)
Date: Sun, 27 Feb 2011 19:32:04 -0500
Subject: [BoatAnchors] FWD: Alan Turing's Papers
In-Reply-To: <382112.52827.qm@web112319.mail.gq1.yahoo.com>
References: <382112.52827.qm@web112319.mail.gq1.yahoo.com>
Message-ID: <v7rlm65of0oa8us1jlppgvga513k2hkcjc@4ax.com>

On Sun, 27 Feb 2011 11:56:27 -0800 (PST), you wrote:

>
>Good news for Bletchley Park.

Good news indeed, in the memory of a genuine hero.

Never mind computers; on a bad day I'm not sure _I_ pass the Turing test!


Gary Woods AKA K2AHC- PGP key on request, or at home.earthlink.net/~garygarlic
Zone 5/4 in upstate New York, 1420' elevation. NY WO G


